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Gentle READER, 


HE Writer of the following pages hath 

no prejudice againſt 2 ædobaptiſt 
 - whatever. The candid among them he 
highly efleems. He is honoured with the 
Friendſhip of ſeveral, and hopes he ever ſhall, 
His controverſy is neither with great nor 
ſmall, ſave with the Rev. Henry Mayo, M. A, 
who. hath made himſelf the bully of infant- 
ſprinklers ; and nothing but this man's ſupra 
bigottry could have forced him to appear in 
print. But, I bear you ſay; Who is the 
Writer ? That ſball remain a ſecret. His 
name, for me, ſhall /titl be nameleſs. But 
why fo mighty baſhful? Tl i tell you the rea- 
ſon. He is at preſent a man of very, little 
canſequence, and his real defire is to remain 
fach. Ja other words, the caſe is plainly this, 
While Mr. Mayo is ignorant of his man, he 
can only reply to bim as an author. But if 
he can once over who be 1s, be will proba- 
bly farce him from his retirement, and make 
vis character of greater importance than he 
defires it ſbould 4. For it 1s well-known, 
frem the printed efſays of that gentleman, 
N R =” 


VI 


PREFACE. | 
that he cannot handle a tontrovetfy without 


paying a compliment here and there to the 
perſonal and the * merits of vis anta- 
goniſt. 


If "the 3 Writer ould be confured the 2 


great freedom, and, perhaps, m ſome places, 


the bold ſeverity of his expreſſions,---it is ſuf= 
ficient to anſwer, that be is only a humble 


imitator of the ſprigbily Candidus, who one 
dvould think, can never be angry with his 
own likeneſs. The ſcholar, — 2 hath; 
in one particular, fallen infinitely ſhort of bis 
maſter. He hath not meddled with private 
charatter: But this, I hope, 1s à piece of 
dullneſs which you 15100 ea ty forgroe in a 


young beginner. 


The laſt Qyeftion to be anſiuered ts, ---why 
was the Writer jo late in his publication? 
The reaſon is given in the beginning of his 
performance. He had not the happineſs of 
meeting <ith The true ſeripture-doctrine of 
the mode'and ſubjects of baptiſm, Sc. till 
a few weeks ago. But, however, if bis 
anſwer is a ſufficient one, it comes as ſoon, 
and, perhaps much ſooner than Mr. Mayo 
will covet to ſee it. To ſay no more in its 
defence, it comes juſt time enough to ſerve 


| the witty and the mduftrious Candidus for” 4 


9 


1 
1 


THE 


Humble Kaen, Ge. 00 


1 . 
PEW wveels ago "I met with 4 


amphlet upon Ba Eien which the 
arts Pümſelf had ſo good an opinion 


of, as to entitle it, A full . to all that 
Dr. Gill bath ever publiſhed on that controverted 
Point. I * miſt own that the author's aſſurance 
And ſelf-fufficiency were to me no recommenda- 
tion of his per nce; for I have always 
itherto dered modeſty as the faireſt evi- 
gence of 5 But as -feveral worthy Pædo- 
tiſts have an inſiſted upon it, in 
2 75 that the pamphlet is really We 
„I was det rrmned to give it a ſerious and 


un Fe e This I have accordingly 


done; and my Tnectiens upon letters the 


wurd and fourth, concerning the Mode: of Bap- 
55 Where the triumph and the mirth of our 


| "WV hether' 1 Ner. to him 
10s en as he imagines his to be to 


Dol ere thing muſt not 17 to determine. Let 
the catch reader judge for himſelf. £ 
But before I 1 upon the controverſy, 1 


muſt be ſo juſt to Mr. Mayo as to compliment 


bim upon gear artifice. and addreſs. If his 
pln ioh B arguments 


bg which hath been publiſned by the 


roo of Pzdobaptiſts. | ; 


{50 53 
arguments are not ſolid and pertinent, he hath - 
made ample amends for this by his wonderful 
dexterity in playing them off. For, before he 
ventures upon the ſubject of Baptiſm, he labours 
hard, in letter the firſt and ſecond, to ſink the 
character of Dr. Gill as low as poſſible; ima- 
gining, without doubt, that if he could exhibit 
the very chamdion of. the: kingdom of dipping; as a 
whitnſical, ignorant, and unprincipled perſon, 
he might afterwards demoliſh the kingdom it- 
felf with double eaſe. For he well knows that 
weak people, (and ſuch are the generality of 
readers) form their opinion of a doctrine or ſen- 
timent, not from the reaſonableneſs of the doc- ' 
trine itſelf, but from the credit of its Principal 
abettor. 2 WY 
For this purpoſe; t erefore, 2 
himſelf W pa con eit of his having ring 
baptized or immerſe. in the ſound of the Dotor's 
voice, he proceeds to remark on his 977 


warmth and ſeverity to thoſe who are © 


ferent way of thinking. For, if Mr. Mayo hall 
told the . 0 the Doctor hath. deſcribed the 
greateſt part of the Chriſtian world, + as anbap- 


 tized heathens, and their miniſters. as unlearned, 


ignorant of the ſcriptures, or  bath---in ſhort, as 
either fools or deceivers. But let any man peruſe 
the printed ſermon, and he will, find that no 
ſuch deſcription hath been 148 There is not 
a ſingle ſentence in the whole diſcourſe which 
hath any tenden y that way. Our author, there- 


fore, hath very judiciouſly and very artfully 


referred the reader, not to the printed. but to 
the preached ſermon; that is, (we may ſup poſe) 
as it was faithfully. treaſured up in the cleanly 


P. 2. 12821 That! is, we e may ſuppoſe the whole | 
orchouſe 


| (32 
ſtorehouſe of his own moſt charitable memory; 


For, by this means, not one in a hundred of his 
feaders is able to contradict him, as not being 
preſent when the ſermon was delivered. 1 50 | 
ay however, that the Doctor himſelf, (who. 
bſolutely denies what our author hath charged 

bum with, and may be reaſonably allowed, like 

any other honeſt man, the privilege of anſwering 
for himſelf) is as likely to remember what he 
ſaid as any other perſon. But what increaſed my 
aſſurance that Mr. Mayo hath ſtrained a point, 
and ee a mere negative or denial 
into downtight railing, is, that he hath not only 
excuſed himſelf from telling us plainly, that the 
above expreſſions are the very words of Doctor 

Gill; but, as if he was conſcious of his own 

abuſe and miſrepreſentation, hath haſtily de- 

ſcended, in the NN Sentence but one, to re- 
mark upon the abſurds and the abſurdities, which 
he ſays are leſs frequently repeated in the printed 
ſermon, than in that which was delivered from 
the pulpit. But what is the meaning of the 
term abſurd? we may apply it to any thing 

which is inconſiſtent with truth. If the Doctor 
therefore hath only made this uſe of it, where is 
the railing and the uncharitableneſs ſo much 
complained of ? . Is it impoſſible to call things 


by their proper names, and mention that as in- 
conſiſtent or abſurd which really is ſo, without 


tranſgreſſing the bounds of decency ? Or can we 
no longer ſpeak our ſentiments, and contradict 
what we believe to be falſe, without! incurring 
the charge of bigotry and angry /narling, or 
Without deſpiſing and mifufing thoſe who think 
otherwiſe ? God. forbid! for, at this rate, all 
CST and all diſpute muſt be laid aſide, and, 
of inſtructing and undeceiving each 


R other, 


( 4 | 
other, we mut Ktep & our i jos, . rere 88 
But, as no perſon 0 Ra den ſenſe tale ! 
_ amiſs that his neighbour ſhould güne or him- 


ſelf, and, of Ran reli believe thoſe 7 ho 
Fun differently to 


. QEreRLY n KA 
h t ſafely conſider infarit-Tprigklin 
ibſirdiry, AN Sone nig thoſe g uw} 0 
K, or treating Ra, as fools, -unlez n 7 
ignorant of the ſcri We, For it d 5 or. 555 5 
W, bec aufe 1 thin :rſon to be miſt W 
he thing, that 1 muſt tl ierefore look, upon 5 
s equally miſtaken and ignorant in every z 
elle; though, at the Tame time, it 18 not 15 
for us to aſſent to any truth of importance, 15 
out believing thoſe who differ from us to 23 
the wrong, and in ſome meaſure . EM. ip 
abſurdity. But ſo mightily Irons 706 
pears to be. to ban nature, i in pi ry aße, 4 
790 the regions of controverſy and diſpi Buſh, 3 * ho 
would not imagine that he fimſelf 8 
leſs man I) is all f gentleneſs and.ca {of nder, Fl: ly 
no ſuch thing as a rough Or an -patured | 
could ever 9 from his wonach 1785 x Je 4 
however, ſo far from this, that, on the con ntrary, 
the very mildeſt, and the endet title he can 
beſtow, I will not ſay On. Pr. Ci, but on the 
Anti-p ædobaptiſts in general, is that "of 10 ey 


bigots and Chriſtian Phariſees. "Nay, that he m 
diſplay our inſignificance in the moſt 9 
and: moſt 3 FIN 2 & are. co 
not 10 trouble the church. of, Cl Cori, an 4 He d deſpi, * 11 
Chriſtian brethren. What [5 Ve no longer 
vindicate our ſentiments, and 9. end what; w 
clieve to be the truth, without being, brande 
common diſturbers ? or will - . Mayo te 1! 
the world, that we are not entitled to the {ame 


"Wy of conſcience, * che ſame freedom of 


thought 


* 


C28 -- 

| as other men? 1 'erhaps he thinks t F 
Fo why as ph about a tri E We, do ni 
19 08 it a trifle; becauſe immerſion is no Cix- 
mitance, but the very act of baptizing. But, 
If 18 a trifle, is it not a trifle much on one 
& as the other? Let' him learn then to be 
1 moderate himſelf, before he cenſures the 
Fot his | apa But naked argument will 
. atisfy hi m. No, truly, be mut add rail- 

ing. to controverſy, and, like the tamous 
K. Buſby, of Hagging Memory, would fain Cotti 

us to learn the leſſon which he hath dictated, 
1 and quietly {ſubmit * to his inſtructions, wheiher 
Wing to do ſo or not. We may there- 


We are wi 


ore ſuppoſe that his whole deſign in milrepre- * 


enting the Doctor as a ſnappiſh and an ill 
ngued bigot, was merely to palliate his own 
mature, and open a vent for that ruſhing tor- 

f1 

ent of abuſe in which e hath drenched and 

5 rwhelmed, and as it were immerſed his Bap- 

tft "prethien. Oo Mayo, Mays, what a noble 

artifice 1 is this! who would not rejoice to have 
ſuch a crafty advocate as thou art! 

But to proceed in our remarks on our author's 
unning and addreſs, he hath ſmartly told us, 

m the Doctor's expoſition of his text was 

ubtleſs.ad rem, that is, it was nothing to the 

urpoſe. Why ſo? becauſe, truly, he excluded 
the Ten Commandments or moral law, as not 
pericular arly intended in the paſſage he preached 

1 2 if Mr. Mayo S charitable memory 
ath not Pe him, he expreſsly told his 
hearers, that the command ments are not bind- 

2ng on. briſt iſs 6 16 ples. * But the Doctor him- 

wh 0 Sy W Knows | his own. ſentiments, 


"bb 


2 [ 
. .* . 
Y "%, 1 - wee . y "_ , 
3 ; 


Fa > 
. "0 5 ib. $3 
and can ſcarcely be ſuppoſed to have been ſo 
weak and forgetful as to contradict them openly, 
expreſsly, an1 abſolutely,---the Doctor himſelf 
hath aſſured the public, that a greater untruth 
than this could not well have been told. His 
Writings in general teſtify to the contrary, and 

rticularly two of his ſermons, one called, 
F The Law eſtabliſhed by the Goſpel, and the other 
Te Law in the Hand of Chriſt. We might add, 
that the very paragraph which the printed ſer- 
mon begins with, and which the Doctor hath 
declared are the very werds which he delivered 
in the pulpit, is alone ſufficient to juſtify him 
from ſuch a wicked calumny. For he there 
obſerves, © that the Ten Commandments are 
te the commands of God, and to be obſerved by 
« Chriſtians under the preſent | diſpenſation 
& fince we are not without law to God, but un- 
„ der the law to Chriſt; and they are therefore 
& to be kept from a principle of love to God; 
for the end of the commandment'is charity, or 
love, out of a pure heart, and of a good con- 
<* ſcience, and of faith unfeigned.” Read this, 
ſarcaſtic Sir, and bluſh for ſhame! hluſb that you 
have fo wiltully and fo deſpitefully condemned a 
gotpel-ininiſter of a vile and dereſtable ſentiment, 
which, of all others, is moſt foreign from his 
real opinion ; and %. (it you have the leaſt 
remains of modeſty) that, to ſupport your ca- 
lumny, you have meanly referred us, not as you 
ought to have done, to the printed ſermon, 
which all of us might have read, and contronted 
you wich it, but to the ſermon as delivered by 
word of mouth, which ſcarcely one of us in a 
hundred had the pleaſure of hearing! 

Ayc; but the Doctor, you tell us, hath 
plauily intimated that the Ten Commandments 


(<9) 
are prievous commands; that is, if we may gueſs 
at your meaning from your. own enlargement 
upon the charge *, that they are, very pernicious . 
and very unreaſonable commands. But can you 
ſay this, and look your readers in the face? 
Where hath the Doctor given ſuch an intimation, 
or any thing like it? he hath only told us that, 
throngh the weakneſs of the fleſh, or the corruption 
of nature, theſe commands are not eaſy of objerva- 
tion, and cannot be perfectly kept by the fallen race 
of Adam,---and that they promiſe life and happineſs 
only to thoſe who obey them all; though, at the 
fame time (as he hath expreſsly added) they 
may be delighted in by believers in Chriſt, after 
the inward man. Is there any thing here which 
1s contrary to the form of ſound words ?---any 
thing which you. yourſelf muſt not acknowledge 
to be true? Lou cannot tell us that there 1s. 

 Wheretore then have you thus vilified your anta« 
4 niſt, by naking him ſay what he never hath 

id, nor ever intended to ſay This ditcovers 
either little conſcience, or great ignorance. Let 
me adviſe you then, with all your em fond- 
neſs of the Jen Commandments, to be more 
careful not to violate them yourſelf, and parti- 
cularly the ninth, in which you are commanded 
not to bear falſe witneſs againſt your neighbour. 

But what ſhall I ſay when you charge the 
Doctor with very exceptionable expreſſions *, only 
for ſaying, that the moral law, delivered by 


- Moſes, is to be kept, from a principle of love 1 


God? A principle which you yourſelf have ac- 


Eknovwledged to be the nobleſt motive which can 


animate the Chriſtian's breaſt. Pity it was that 

either you, vt, ſome of your Prompters, had not 
TTV 

ſs > B 4 reviſed 


| 88 


(/8+)) 


** more carefully, and in a. 
ſounder frame of mind, before it was - liked. 


and. pur 4 guard upon ſome of your expreſſions, 


and given others of them a gentle touch, not as. 
it were with a; crow-quil,, but with the edge of a 
a,penknite ! You aſk, Sir, whether the morah 
law is not to be kept from duty as well as from, 
love ? I anſwer, yes. But as love, in your own. 
opinion, is the nobleſt motive of the two, the 
Doctor would have been very excuſeable if he, 
had only mentioned this, which. he might very 
ſafely have done without excluding 2 8 other; or 


WW rhe love includes it. For, if I ſubmit to 


the moral law from love to God, I ſubmit to it 

becauſe I believe that the God whom 1 love was 
the author of it. But how can I believe this, and 
not believe, at the fame time, that it is my 
duty to ſubmit to it? Your charge, however, is 
actually falſe. For the Doctor 3 pple 
— duty as well as love, and mentioned it 
in the very ſame ſentence. What elſe can be the 


meaning of thoſe words in which he hath told 


us, as before quoted, that the Ten Commandments, 
are the commands of God, and te be obſerved. by: 
Chriſtians ? You have no occaſion, therefore, to, 
conſume your time in lamenting the 3 
of the Doctor and his friends, as if they thc 

that Chriſt came into the world to ſet Sour 

from the obligation, or commanding 27 Pai 
of the law of God. It would be more to your 
credit and advantage to employ yourſelf, either 
in improving your own head, or in mending 
your own temper, ar in praying to God to re- 
form them both: for, to ſpeak the truth, and 


deal plainly with you, ( e vou muſt be 
very ignorant, or very CO or both to- 


You 


A 


p N ? 2 
: | bis 


(9) - 
dau have farther condemned the Doctor for 


| * 


700 that, among the cominandments re 


thence you have interred, that he hath exalted 
external rites and outward: ordinances aboye the 
precepts. of the moral. law. But have you forgot 
| what you. have fo lately told us, that the Doctor 
hath excluded the Ten Commandments, or 
moral law, as. not intended in the paſſage he 
preached from? How, then, could he ſink theſe 
GEE external and merely poſitive inſtitutions, 
when. they are entirely out of the queſtion, and 
Yhally diſtinct form the commands he was ſpeak- 
wg 


? One would think, however, that a 


to. be, ſhould not have ſpoken fo ſlightingly of 


goſpel-ordinances :---ordinances which are 
diſtinguiſhing badges of our profeſfion as the 
followers of Chriſt, the cement of Chriſtian 
union and brotherly love, and the public tokeng 
of our gratitude to. the. beſt of friends, and our 
obedience to. the beſt of maſters ! 33 
But the Doctor, you tell us, hath contra- 
dicted himſelf, and that the contradiction is ſo 
Plain and glaring, that he hath wrote it as it 
were with a ſunbeam T. But in what hath he 


contradicted himſelf? Why, in Mr. Smith 


funeral ſermon, he hath expreſly acknowledge 
that love to God and love to our neighbour are 
the ſum of the moral law, which was given by 


Wye and, in his late diſcourſe, he hath like- - 
WI 


owned ꝙ that the commandments of faith 


and love are manifeſtly intended in the text = 


. s, 1 P. le, 1 4 (After a littls 
of your help.) 1 , I ( 8 


and 


ferrech to In his text, Baptiſin and the Lord's Supper 
are the chief and princigal . Why ? Becauſe from 


— _ oy  - alt 


(wv) 


'£ bed yet, as you obſerve, lie ſays that the mira 


law 4 not intended. In anſwer to this, let me 

81 aſk you, whether faith in Chriſt, and love 
to our Fellow-chriſtians, conſidered merely as 
Fuch, or as diſtinguiſhed from other men, for 


„ that is the love which the apoſtle hath ſpoken 


of) are really included or comprized in the Ten 

Comm dments or not? If you ſay they are, 
vou will find but few or none of the ſame opi- 
nion: and it they are not, what is become of 
the contradiction you have ſo haſtily boaſted of? 
I am afraid it will fall upon yourſelf; for if 
ak in Chriſt and Chriſtian love are, according 

to your own account, the proper commands 
intended in the text, and neither the one nor 
the other are included in the law of Moſes, it 
will certainly follow that the law of W is not 
deſigned by the apoſtle. 

As to eternal juſtification, which, with all your 
boaſted candor and impartiality, you have gene- 
rouſly lugged into your ludicrous pamphlet by 
the neck and ſhoulders , you have not a head 
for that controverſy; as. 1 could eaſily convince 
15 if it would not lead me too far from the 
ubject before me. But wherefore, in the name 
of common ſenſe, have you mentioned a doc- 
trine, which is as little concerned with the or- 
dinance of Baptiſm as is your ſtale and thread- 
bare pun of eternal nonſenſe, which phraſe is 
nonſenſe itſelf, with real proof and ſolid argu- 
ment? I can devile no other reaſon for it, but a 
fixed and a determined reſolution to fink the 
character of the Doctor as much as poſſible, be- 
fore you ventured upon the controverly ; and 


to Feu the reader an ee, 


L 


P. 11, 1a, 13s 14. 


whom 


hw. 


5 uz ELL 
baptiſm, depends upon the credit and alu of 


eternal nonſenſe, and one of the greateſt abſurdities 
in the world. 


with the powder of Hellebore, and may'ſt now ſet 1 | 


47.8, 


whom you was | afraid to encounter upon fair ind | | 
equal terms. Your drift, then, may be juſtly | 
expreſſed in the following ſyllogiſm: | 

The chief, if not the whole credit of Antipædo- 


its great champion Dr. Gill; 

| But Dr. Gill is an advocate for eternal nonſenſe, 

and therefore capable of the greateſt abſurdities 
Ergo, gentle Readers, Antipedebaptiſm is 


O rare Henry Mayo! who would have thought 
that a year or two, ſpent at an academy, could 
ever have improved and refined an honeſt mecha- 
nic into ſuch an accompliſhed ſophiſt? Verily, 
friend, thou haſt thoroughly purged thy brain 


up for a ſecond Cleanthes! But our author is 
highly diſpleaſed with the Doctor, becauſe, truly, 
in his ſermon, or (to adopt one of Mr. Mzyo's 
elegancies) in his preachment, he hath enlarged 
upon only ong of the precepts or command- 
ments intended in his text : for that Bapriſm 
1s one of them, muſt be readily granted ; becauſe 
no body can deny it to be a commandment of 
Chriſt. We might well ſuppoſe from hence 
that, in Mr. Mayo's opinion, the text of {cri 
ture which a man preacheth from, ſhould at 
all times be the very foundation and epitome 
of his whole diſcourſe ; and that it may never be 
employed, upon any account, as an occaſional | 
introduction to a particular ſubject :---otherwiſe, 
we mult regard what he hath fri as an empty 
and an gnacaring ſneer. 1 might add, that it 


* It is pity but he had always remained ſuch. 


diſcovers 


fk 1 Cavilling, Tam 7 what is ſo. But I ſha 


( 12 g 
giſcovers a 1. 6 1 remarkably captions, 0 
ſt ſaid an inward conſcibuſneſ of t 


almo 


ee of his cauſe) thus 66/throw the. arg 


ment,--not entirely on the ſtrength and number 
pf the proofs, but on the propriety or impr 
riety of the text by which the Doctor kk 


introduced it. If this is not plain and bare-faced 


+ + 4 


re content myſelf with tranſcribing the Doctor 
»- © "7.x" 1 , 5 2 * | . : 
wn apology, as a ſufficient aniwer to Mr. Mayo's 


diſingenuous criticiſm : “Let the Command- 
«<, ments, ſays he, be what they may, which are 


<. chiefly intended in the text; yet, ſince Water- 


« baptiſm is a commandment of God, and al- 
& bowed to be ſuch, and the reſt of the com- 
* mahdments mentioned are not denied to be, 
< nor excluded from being the commandments 
« of God; there can be no impropriety in 
« treating on the commandment of Baptiſm 
« particularly and ſingly from this paſlage 0 
« {cripture.”, See the note in page the 8th. 
But our chriſtian-hearted author is not ſatisfied 
with barely expoſing the preacheFand the D. D. 
but muſt Lkewiſe trifle with Mr. Cs charafter | 
as a religious man. f we may judge, ſays he *, 

« from Dr. Gill's writings, and believe fame 
« trumpet,”---what then? © why, ſome of th 
4 moral commandments are certainly grievou 
* to him; as, Humility, Charity, love the bro- 
* therbood, follow peace with all men, Bleſs and 
* curſe not, mourning for fin, mortifying paſſion 
Ge. Sc” This 15 bad indeed '* for 0 
would naturally imagine from hence, that poor 
Holler Gill is as haughty, dogmatical, avan:- 


tous, inhuman, peeviſh, malicious, and repro- 


4 * P. 7. —_— 4 : 
bato 
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K 4 man W Alas 1 ow tue | is 
old laying, - that we ſhall get nothing but di 
5 e ene with dirty people Abbe omit 
1 and the Adee ec inju whie 
ayo hath hereby offered to r's 
Quaater| ; what in the world can, be more im- 
xrtinent than 1 to mingle. rſonal abuſe and | 
ate ander with dee debates ? ? R 
ind reader, in 5 cauſe, there is no > 
on calumny and defamation, it 


on to have N 
ruth and reaſon. can never need aſſiſtance i 
: of | flander : they will, N di En it, ank 
upon it not as any real ſupport, but as 
5 h 1 £7 If, ee, we —— 
ipoſed to make the beſt we could of | 
. Mayo's Kind reſlections, we ſhould repre- | 
ſent them as a tacit confeſſion, that mere ar A 
ent is too weak to ſerve his purpoſe; and 
KY was obliged. t to fix the attention of the public 
bn the ſuppoſed ipfrmities of his antagoruſt that 
"he might 1 them, if poſſible, 
mo, narrowly into the merits of his 50 cauſe: 
he 9 8 55 hugged himſelf in the thought 
chat, after he had expoſed and Uiſpraced bir 
eppohent as much as, he was able, the reader, | 
2 0 aa e agai inſt him, would reſpect 
even the im ances o argument as 
lid proofs and ey 1 demonſtrations. This, 
it muſt, be owned, was extremely artful : but I 
. hope that, after the caùtion I have now. given, 
the reader wil be conſtantly upon his 9. 1 | 
d nor ſuffer himſelf to be impoſed upon. 
all, e enter upon the controverſy im- 
mediately, without any farther. introduction; 


and I flatter myſelf that I ſhall be found to be 
as fair and D in my examination of 
r. I 


* 


* , 


f14) 
Mr. Mays's performance, as I would deſire the 
public U be. N ig 
I ſhall begin with letter the fourth, in which 
dur author (that his letters might be all of a 
piece) hath charitably informed us, by way of 
prelude, that the Doctor was a little non-compos, 
{he might as well have faid a little cfack-brained) 
when he delivered his printed ſermon. But Why 
ſo ſevere at the firſt onſet ? becauſe, truly, the 
Doctor aſſerted in the pulpit,---what ? that the 
only ſenſe which hath been given to the word 
2 by learned men, is to dip or plunge? 
r. Mayo hath plainly intimated that he aſſerted 
#bis. But, if we may take the Doctor's word 
for it, who may be ſuppoſed, in charity, to have 
premeditated what he then delivered, and, con- 
ſequently, to be as capable of remembering what 
he ſaid as any of his hearers, he only aſſerted that 
all learned men know that the word primarily 
fignifies to dip or plunge. He might, therefore, 
without any inconſiſtence or ſelf-contradiction 
very ſafely allow, as he hath done, that in a 
ſecondary ot conſequential ſenſe it may alſo ſignify 
to waſh. Aye; but the reaſon, he gives for it, 
fays Mr. Mayo, is becauſe what is dipped is waſhed * 
and this very reaſon mars all again. Why fo? 
Becauſe, truly, at this rate, whenever gase ſig- 
nifies to woſh, it mult ſignify to waſh by dipping. 
This is a hard caſe indeed; but it is Mr. May's 
buſineſs, and not mine, to prove the contrary. - 
He hath told us, however, that in ſome of the 
inſtances or ſentences which are referred to b 
the lexicographers, to prove that "+ ſignifies 
to waſh, dipping ?s entirely excluded. I with he 
had been kind enough to produce theſe inſtances. 
Tf he had not been fearful that he would have 
been detected in a miſtake, and-perhaps a wilful 
PERIL | one 


( 15) 
obne too, I can- N perſuade myſelf. that he 


would have been fo baſhful as not to mention a | 
few of them. But, to ſpeak the truth, it is the 


prevailing cuſtom now-a-days to waſh by dipping, 
or by covering a thing with water; and I ſuppoſe 
it was the ſame formerly: for who hath ever 
dreamt of waſhing any thing, (in the plain and 
literal ſenſe of the ward) by ſprinkling water 
upon it drop after drop? We may, therefore, 
preſume that, at all adventures, gane, muſt ſig- 


nify to cover with water: for that which the 
water doth not affect, can never properly be 


ſaid to be waſhed. Accordingly, in 1 Pet. iii. 
21. the ordinance of Baptiſm, as it ſtands op- 


poſed to its 1 import, is called 4 Lebic | 


away of the filth of the fleſh : an expreſſion whic 
manifeſtly includes too much to be taken in 


mere ſprinkling. Well, therefore, might 54 


Doctor call upon his opponent to produce 2 
ſingle lexicographer of real note, who renders 
Cam Fo either to pour or ſprinkle. Mr. Mayo, in- 

hath made a bold puſh, and bravely told 
15 that he could name 4// om the Doctor hath 
mentioned, as for himſelf. Upon ſecond 
thoughts, however, he hath not ventured to 
name one of them; but hath quoted an author 


whom the Doctor hath not mentioned. Mr. Leigh, 


fays he, hath expreſsly declared, in his Critics 
Sacra, that gases may occaſionally ſignify to 
ſprinkle, -But, for what reaſon di Mr. Leigh 
make ſuch a declaration? doubtleſs, for the very 
ſame which hath diſpoſed this his humble pupil 
and admirer to relive the hint with fo mu 
cordial reverence: namely, to uſe our autho 


words, becauſe both the one and the other are 


not only Pædobaptiſts, but were ſprinkled alſo. 


It ſhould ſeem, however, chat Dr. Gif hath nor 


n | | ſhewn 
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. 
Ruhe people flair, p Ie Hath + 
(poor <redillons Mietthica !) that 40! 1 

lkarned afe on his and their ſide, and that no 
Iexicographer of note hath yet afſerted that 
Ferie, ſignifies to prinkle, when, bèhôld! 
e tte and Judicious Leigb hath 7 0 
Id us that it dbes !--<&fitiedl and judicious, 
beyond diſpure, and a lexicographer of the firſt 
note, becauſe the Doctor 'hath now and then 
dondeſcended to Took into hin  Riſum tehmeatis 
Amici: A drudg ging helpmate to bung the- 
blo gi. and an orthodox Prompter to Half 
duc ated academics, is dubbed a critic "of the 
Aſt magnitude! Really, good Sir, if you have 
not Hot above your antsgoniſt, as you ſeem tb 
be Afraid s : Os you NOV: leaſt N 
W 


a Wi una ta but a wou — 


But When you mente 7 , why was 
not inj Subs enoug m tot elt 92 truth, 1 
om" "public, tha he expressly ſays, that 
bt khe native and the Proper meaning 'of thee 

"word Gans, 1s to "dip into Weſt's r "to, ; Plunge 

under water, Ohm iii. 22, 2 8 "18. 16. 
Acts vill. 38.” "And if you h done this,” you 
Would Me; ated like a wen of principle, 450 
could never afterwards have had the meantielsth 
rund to him for 'Thetter, by, té lung ds that, ac- 
cording to his opinion, dhe word ſornetimes 
infers aſpergere. 
But, Aer al, it volta? be n "mitatte, if we 
10 meet With other cor Glen of lexicons, 


be W 4h b öh i, Wn (clans) re ee ka 
__ is, is fult as good Latin avis in fur in page the 


| Query, Did Mr. Mayo underſtand Latin when he 
the werden 7 as well as he does now 2” t 


2 e399 
| dls che refiowried Mr. Leigh, 46. . chelp 
ward for it, that g. may occal! 
R Inanlo walk Lot al or hw, 
were / 4 it is 
dificulty for a man to. perſuade himſelf that 4 
Wisag is juſt, which he hath once ſubmitted to in 
practice. In this caſe, the mereſt ſhadow of 
| eee eee nn 
argument 
Bout that e may ſee. bee cn eyes, _ 
julge far ourſelves, * aft thei part of cunſſten 
Srovgftants, (as our author hach Kerns, let 
us no langer pay our homage to every patrry * 


cant n examine 
— n . "riod 


— 
ſeems, ha th ſonnt remains of 2 Whether 
ching or not. And, bend: let every reader 
judge fer himſelf. Let him be prejudiced neither 
for Dr. Gill, nor againſt him; but let him aft 
the part of à man, a ſenſible; impartial man. | 
| With Rar. cho pamphlet in one hand, and | 
* mine in — Id | Jet him carefully compare 
the: arguments on ibqth fides; pad then — 
mint which of us chathi the beſt of it vpon the 
whole,--the Diane, or the Lamas: for this and 
alt only-is thewaly to judge agr. 
The firſt then, which is decent 4 
mended -to; 1 is Reb. ix. 10% 
where we read of divers dg or vapti mi 
2 gener which were obſerved 
wiſh n. To theſe tlie author of che 
finletterd hath. referred the ſprinklings of blood, 
which the 'apoſtle hath d from thence be . 
_ and dit verſes; and from thence he 


4 
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fers, that the word Ganoyss Ariane 
But, with the leave of this prince of 7 — (who 
flatters himſelf that he hath reflected a little 
more light on the controverſy than many of his 
predeceſſors) I ſhall take the li to obſerve; 
that the ſprinkling of blood and of the water of 
purification was not a part of the Baptiſms or 
— here referred to, but only a preparatory 
| For the purification of the unclean 
* was always compleated,-—how ? by 
ſp 'dood or yaer upon him ? No; by. 
bathing his body, and waſhing his cloaths, on the 
ſeventh day, as _—_ and the finiſhing part 
of the cere See Numb. xix. 19. where it 
is plain that : unclean perſon himſelf 'is in- 
| tended, and not the p becauſe, in verſe 
the 21ſt, which the latter, he is only 
commanded to waſh his cloaths. Nor is it re- 
ſonable to ſuppoſe of the prieſt, that he ſhould 
contract ſuch a load of mock, only by pu- 
rifying another, as to need a ter and a more 
plentiful waſhing;or purification himſelf, than the 
og ogra As to the purification of the 


as e 

—_ erred to by our author) we find; 
PP” 3 refered 6 by our author) we ind, 
his cloaths and and bathe his fleſh in water. The 
_ caſe. r 

Levites, in Numb. viii. 7. for the ſprinkling of 
the water of purifying was metely: previous or 
Preparatory to their ſhaving and to the bathing of 
their fleſh and waſhing their cloaths, which ig 
alſo mentioned in the ſame verſe. If I was not 
Tg the bare mention of a Rabbi, or a 


man of. "og taſte, I might here admoniſh him 
that theſe theſe religious nr or bathings, are 
F b r | 


En} 


AIP related in Lev. xiv. 


ewiſn author, would offend the delicacy of our 


” 


1 
y the Jewiſh writers 4 


by dipping or immer/iev. But the 
anſwer to Mr. Peter Clarke will furniſh 
him with inſtances ſufficient, I ſhall therefore 
Field, for the | preſent, to his violent nauſea 


againſt the teſtimony of uninſpired Hebrews ; 
and, as a proof that gehe, neither doth nor can 
fignify a /prinkling, I ſhall only refer him to 
6+ ig 8. oor mention is made of the 
baptiſms of cups latters, (Banhops; wingar nat 
gere-) Pray, good St what do you underſtand, 
by theſe baptiſms ? the actual waſbing of cups 
and platters, by putting them into water, or 
only the ſprinkling of cups and platters ? If you 
ſhould fix 3 latter, it would certainly be 
7 droll conceit, and 5 1 of ſuch a 

. comic genius as Mr. Mayo's. But, excepting 
Heb, vi. * ꝗ ix. 10. theſe are the only on 
; in which the word occurs throughout the 
whole New Teſtament. I might farther enquire, 
wherefore the ſufferings of the Redeemer are cal- 
1 a Rag: Is it merely kh | 
was poured wpon or ſprinkled, or as if ſprinkled. 
ke gy = z or not rather . becauſe 3 


Plunged in and overwhelmed with ſorrow ? Com- 


pare the alluſion with Pſalm Ixix. 1, 2. and it 
will be eaſy to diſcover the anſwer which you 
ought to give me. e | | 


* 2 a © 


The next paſſage our author refers to is 


Dan. iv. 2 3.05 . where he tells us that aww (to 
which the Doctor may ſafely acknowledge that 
Fal, in its ſecondary or conſequential ſenſe, is 
ſometimes equivalent) muſt neceſſarily ſignify 
to ſprinkle ; and, if that will not ſatisfy us, read 
on, ſays he, to. verſe the 33d, and there you will 
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diſcover that even gare, the very identical 
Hfitive of gang, is uſed in the fimESenie ; go 
is, Nebuchadnezzar was bately forinkled with the 
dew of heaven. He fays, indeed, very ſimply, 
that he was baptized with the dew of heavens. 
not remembering, I ſuppoſe, that theprimitive- 

farts is no where uſed, in the New Teſtament, to 
ey the ordinanice of Baptiſm, 1 might here 
by way of anfwer, Hike: Dr. G hath 
gever yet Kno edel that gag is equivalent: 
tO de to wb, winleſs when Mg is performed 
by dipping, as indeed it generally is; nor hath 
he any Where hinted that the ſenſe of gang, and 
the primitive gan, is, in all caſes, preciſely the 
fame. In his printed don Re math not ſo 
much as delten Earl. I wonder, therefore, 
what our author can mean by labovring ſo Hard, 
nr hath done) to 9 — fs: Which is mani- 
y and b nconnected with the pre- 
ſent controverſy. Var even here, AlL itpertinent 
as the argument is, he hath unhappily miſſed his 
mark, and failed of proving what he aimed at; 
nor hath he made it appear, after all, that either 
Fase Or aww may really ſignify to ſorinkle. For 
Why ſhould Nebichalnezzar be ſuppoſed to have 
been ſprinkled; rather than wg, by or thoroughly 
drenched ? becauſe the dew, forſdoth, does not 
deſcend in a body, like a miſf or Vapor, but 
8 down in ſeparate drops, tike 4 ſhower of 
a. It ſhould ſeem, however, from the whole 
tenor of the paſſage referred to, that Nebuc bau. 
Fdezzar was not barely Hprintled, batt {oaked and 
5 in the dew Lt heaven, and that tho- 


hly too: an idea which is no Way analogous 
Alm by ſprinkling. As à fair proof of 
whats I fay, let any man ſy poſe, the paſſage in 
queſtion to be . wn as Mr. Mayo 2 * 
DD ve 


* 
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have it, and, inſtead. of, wet with the. dew e 


eaven, let him read ſprinkled with the dew, 9 
heaven, and then tell me whether the ſtory woul 
not be greatly injured by cn a burleſque tranſ 
tion. Beſides, ſuppoſing the rain alone, and 
not the dew, to be intended, what can be plainer 
than that the words . and gene have no imme- 
diate reference to the manner in which the rain 
deſcended, but only to the troubleſome and diſ- 
agreeable es which it muſt have had upon 
Nebuchadnezzar's body. But if the primitive 
gane is to determine the preciſe ſenſe of the word 
Fg», (as our author ſeems to be willing it 
ſhould) I muſt take the liberty to inform hi 
that gane is uſed but thrice in the whole New 
Teſtament, viz. Luke xvi. 24. John xii.” 26. 
and Rev. xix. 13. and, that, in each of theſe 
places, it frify and only ſignifies to dip, and ac- 
cordingly is ſo tranſlated ; nor can the ſagacity 
of a deeper critic than Mr. Mayo poſſibly inter- 
ret it in any other ſenſe. As to the word d, 
if can fee no reaſon why it ſhould any where ſig- 
nify to /prizkle, unleſs waſhing and ſprinkling are 
the very ſeli-ſame thing. Or, if it muſt ed 
ſignify to /ſprixkle, at all adventures, it muſ 
doubtleſs be ſuch a plentiful ſprinkling as to wet 
the ſubject thoroughly; a kind of ſprinkling 
which correſponds but yery indifferently with our 
author's mode of Baptiſm. I might add, that, 
of the two, ſuch a liberal fprinkling would be 


far more difagreeable than a ſingle dipping ; and, 


If it was repeated too cloſely, it would ſcarcely 
fail in the end to rouze the paſſion of a milder 
man than Mr. Mayo. The ſtiff Dr. Gale, then, 
might very ſafely acknowledge that enovoacte in 
1 Cor. vi. 11. may ſignify baptized ; and 
Dr. Gill, if he pleaſes, may as ſafely vindicate 
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the notion: unleſs Mr. Mayo will venture to 
infer, that, becauſe >»» ſignifies to apply water 
for the purpoſe of waſhing, and ſprinkling cannot 
be denied to be a true and a real application of 
water, therefore , muſt ignify to ſprinkle, But 
he can ſcarcely be fo weak; becauſe, though 
ſprinkling is indeed an application of e, 
muſt know that ſuch an application ef it can 
never be intended for the purpoſe of waſbing; 
or, if he ſhould be ſimple enough to think 
otherwiſe, let him apply himſelf to the firſt good 
woman he meets with, and, I dare fay, ſhe will 
inform him better. Thus I have ſhewn that our 
author hath failed, not only in ſuch arguments 
as concern the controverſy, but even in one 
which is wholly impertinent. Þ 
Another argument which is produced, to 
prove Baptiſm to be only a partial application of 
water, is, that the Phariſees (in Mr. May's 
Opinion, we may imagine) could never be rea- 
ſonably ſuppoſed to dip their pots, their brazen 
veſſels, and their beds, and eſpecially their own 
bodies *; and yer they are ſaid to bapjize them, 
(Bari is the word uſed.) With this argument 
he is ſo much elated as to inform us, that it muſt 
ſtrike every oppoſer /peechleſ3, except a notorious 
caviller. The Doctor, indeed, hath very civilly 
told us, (from Scaliger) that, according to 
the account of ſome "of their own writers, who 
one would think, were the propereſt judges of 
what was cuſtomary among their m,; country- 
men, © the Phariſees, and more ſuperſtitious 
<« part of the Jews dipped their «bole bodies be- 
cc fore they ſat down to meat.“ But, for want 
of reflefting on the great frequency of private 
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the Fews, and the comparative 


baths 'among 
looſeneſs 
ſented the 
he probable, ' even among a whimſical and a 


| ou le. In ſhort, he hath 
learnedly condemned whole account as a 


a mere cabalitical lie. But, O thou, the very 
pride and the glory of young 


muſt you alone be indulged with the childiſh 


not; what inconſiſtence have you diſcovered 
in waſhing pots, plates, and kettles, by putting 
them into, or covering them with water? Do 


you imagine that the one half of them was 


waſhed, and the other half left untouched ? or 
do you think that they were only eb. If 
you really do think ſo, I can eaſily foreſee, with- 
out the gift of prophecy, that your waſhing pots 
and platters, by a partial application of water, 
will be ſet down by every old chare-woman for 
total nonſenſe. As to the Jewiſh beds, you 
have very wittily deſired the favor of the Doctor 
to publiſh a diſſertation upon them; and give 
an account of their ſhape, le 
thickneſs, and weight, and whether filled with 
feathers. Now, to ſpeak the truth, facetious 
Sir, ſuch a diſſertation would be very far from 
being 1l|-beſtowed upon you; for you ſeem to 
be ignorant, that in the caſt, as well in former 


as In the preſent times, it was the cuſtom to lie 


upon mattreſſes, carpets, or ſkins, and not upon 


| beds or bolſters ſtuffed with feathers. But, if 
you had been more attentive to thoſe well-known n 


words, take up thy bed and walk, you would 
n C 4 never 


of their dreſs, Mr. Mayo hath repre- 
the latter as a practice too inconvenient to 


n 


mere cabaliſtical legend, that is, in plain Engliſh, 


enticed divines,--- 
is a relation of a matter of fact ſufficiently inva- 
lidated, by giving it the name of a lie? and 
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—_ to contradift what you cannot diſprove 2? 


e r n 


breadth, 
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never have expoſed yourſelf by the fimple un- 
meaning inter ——— You might 
— Hig ahe: <i_NE IONS: 
meds, wine, oil, milk, and falt, t 
that it was the cuſtom» of the Jeu to 
aptize them at all. But as to their garments;' 
which you have alſo mentioned, and which were 
9 Lg (or, if you pleaſe, baptized) on 
= — e is to nn b 4 
ou have ſo exclaimed againſt bigotry 
an ie your - 
ſelf, and be ſo much bewitched and enchanted 
. with, your darling Mode, as to contend that theſe: 
likewiſe were waſhed by ſprinkling. The moſt , 
natural way of w them, one would rea- 
ſonably think, would have been to put them into' 
water. This, at leaſt, is the method practiſed” 
now-a-days; and I can {ce no reaſon 'why we 
ſhould not ſuppoſe it to have been ſo formerly, 
unleſs indeed the plunging of cloaths into a tub of 
water may be deemed the invention of * 
ſagacious modern philoſopher. 
Ihe next proof that ga. / may hgnify If 
partial application, of water, is borrowed from 
Mark vii. 3, 4. in the latter of which verſes. 
we are, told that the Phariſees, after they came 
from market, neyer uſed to eat war ph Panhiowilan, 
unleſs they were waſbed, or baptized; and, in 
the 3d verſe, they are only faid to waſh their 
bands. From hence our hero of true criticiſm - 
| hath ſagaciouſly obſerved, that water applied but 
to one part of the body, is full as ſufficient as if 
the whole body were baptized. In anſwer 'to 
this, I need only obſerve, that. the Phariſees 


waſhing themſelves ii in Aer the 4, when tber 
4 C p. 24. RR 
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dame from marlcet, is manifeſtly: diſt 


| (25) 


from their waſhing their hands in verſe the gd. 
For the latter is mentioned as their frequent and 
their ordinary 
we may reaſonably. ſuppoſe, when they had not 
been to market, but remained at home in their 
own houſes. We might add, that, in the for- 
mer caſe, their intermixture with the common 


temptible light, and whoſe perſons and cloaths 
they could not eaſily avoid touching, either 
knowingly, or by mere accident, would have 
recommended a more plentiful and a more gene- 
ral ablution than ſeemed to be neceſſary in the 
latter caſe. Accordingly, Driſius and Vatablus, 
who were undoubted maſters of Jewiſb learning, 
affirm, that when the Jes came from market, 
they uſed to dip or immerſe their whole bodies, 

efore they would venture to fit down to meat. 
Grotius and Maimonides——— but, hold! I have 
certainly forgot -myſelf ! for it is as great an 
offence to Mr. Mayo to refer him to a Rabbi, as 
to quote a play or an ungodly novel. Grotins, 
however, hath freely told us the ſame thing, 
Beſides, it is well known by learned men, that 
even the waſhing of bands, among the Jews, was 
performed (as it generally is now-a-days) by 


dipping or Plunging ; which is alone ſufficient to 


ſupport the primary ſenſe of the word ga. 
- But while our author's hand was in, he might as 
well have informed us that, inſtead of , py 
Banliowilas, one of the Bodleian manuſcripts, 


as Mills has it, is «ar wn gail, unleſs they 


are ſprinkled. This would have anſwered his 


purpoſe abundantly better than telling us, 


as he hath done, that the ſcriptural mode of 
waſbing bands was not to dip them into water, 


but 


prattice, which they obſerved, as 


ople, whom they conſidered in a very con- 


A An * 
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but to pour water upon them, For whatever 
difference there might be in other reſpects, be- 
tween the ancients and the moderns, I cannot 
perſuade myſelf, from the inſtance he hath men- 
tioned, (2 Kings iii. 11.) that the former made 
a point of pouring water upon their hands, when- 
ever they had a mind to waſh them; becauſe it 
is not ſaid that Eliſba's pouring water upon the 


-; of Elijab, was done with a deſign to wan 


his maſter's hands. On the contraty, ſeveral 
interpreters are of opinion, that ſome miracle is 
intended, which followed the action of pouring 
water; an action which, for that reaſon, gave 
Eliſba a great character, and was afterwards an- 
nexed to his name by way of _ to the 
queſtion which our author hath - propoſed, — 
«< what ſcripture-warrant had the Jews 75 doing 
% as they did, or even for waſhing their bands? 
which, one would think, might be lawfully 
done without an expreſs command for it) it is 
abſolutely impertinent, and a fair ſqueak for the 
life of his argument. For we are not contend- 
ing whether the Jews did right or wrong, but 
whether immerſion or ſprinkling is moſt properly 
fignified by the word gag. And as to what 
he farther aſſerts, that /prinkling the water of 
ſeparation was the only purification, or cleanſing, 
— ig by. the Almighty either for unclean 
| perſons, or unclean _ let him only turn to 
62 xiü. 54. Lev. xiv, 8, 47. Lev. xv. paſſim. 
Numb. xix. 7, 19. and Deut. xxw. 10, 11. 
and fairly acknowledge his miſtake ; when I read 
the aſſertion, I could ſcarcely believe my eyes! 
We have, however, already obſerved, that all 
the ſprinklings he hath mentioned, were only 
previous and preparatory to the bathing the fleſh 
and * the garments, He muſt, therefore, 


ſupport 


5 n : 
than he hath yet done, before the Chriſtian Pha- 
riſees, as he hath charitably ſtiled his Baptiſt bre- 
thren, will think themſelves obliged to ſubmit 
to him. We are mg on wh ſo A as to 
diſpute the quantity of water to a e quartz 
5 do we Think it neceſſary to run 15 a river, 
when a private baptiſtery will ſerve as well. But 
as we judge it neceſſary to pa of the bread 
and the wine, in the Lond's ſupper, in a ſufficient 
quantity to anſwer the end of that ordinance; ſo 
we ſhall ſtill adhere to immerſion, as the only 


proper and the only ſcriptural mode of Baptiſmm, 
— till Mr. Mayo, or ſome other perſon in his 


room, of leſs vanity and greater learning, can 
prove, as well as ſay, that we are miſtaken 
wairy bigots. | 

But the favourite and the darling argument of 
this formidable ſcourge of Antipedobaptiſm, is 
deduced from Mat. iii. 11.* Tremble, then, 
every advocate of the plunging ſyſtem ; and 
thou, O Gill, who waſt once, it 
leſs champion of the kingdom of dipping, retire in 
time from the conflict. For thy adverſary is now 
preparing himſelf to ſtrike the fatal blow. But 
what notable proof then hath he now produced ? 
Why, Jobn, he tells us, in the paſſage above- 
mentioned, informed his auditors that one was 
coming, who would baptize them with the Holy 
Ghoſt and with fire. But what are we to gather 
from thence? Truly, we are to gather nothing 
leſs, than that gag muſt here ſignify to ſprinkle, 
* of all other ſenſes ;—or, in other words, 
| es WETE 
or as if ſprinkled with the Holy Ghoſt and with 
fire! And, indeed, what can be plainer ? ſince 
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by more concluſive'proofs 
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ſprinkled, or as it were, 
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dur author himſelf hath informed us, in the 

next ſentence, that, in the ſcripture, the op 
tiſm of the Holy Ghoſt is «nform/y ſpoken of, 
how ?—by fprinklng ? no; but by being poured 
out upon, and by an uniion, or ancinting. What! 
Are we, then, inſtantly to relinquiſh the uſe 
of aur ſenſes, and believe, upon Mr. Mays 
ipſe dixit, that pouring and anoiuting are the very 
ſelf-ſame thing as ſprinkling? Alas |---what a 
fatal blunder. was this for a maſter of arts! 
There is no neceſſity here, either to ſet Henry 
againſt Mayo, or Mayo againſt Henry ; for, like 
a wiſe-acre as you are, you have already done it 
to our hands, and wot felonioufly ſtabbed yourſelf. 
Learn, then, gentle Sir, in futuro“, (as we ſay) 
to avoid contradictions in your own writings, 
before you charge them upon other people. 
But how can the man prove, from the words 
referred to, that gang does not ſignify to dis? 
becauſe, truly, in Acts the ad, where the de- 
ſcent of the Holy Ghoſt is particularly deſcribed, 
there is nothing fimilar to immerſion. But, to 
convince him that he is miſtaken, let us. firſt 
conſider the Baptiſm itſelf, and then its outward 
emblem. The baptiſm itſelf, then, was neither 
more nor leſs than a miraculous and an actual 
donation or application of the gifts and influences 
of the ſpirit to the minds and hearts of the apo- 
ſtles: and we are informed that theſe gifts, and 


I forgot to obſerve before, that in ſuturum, and not in 
uturo, is the proper phraſe when we ſpeak of the time tp 
"come, and mean to ſay for the future. But Mr. Mayo, we 
may ſuppoſe, hath committed this and the ſolcciſm already 
mentioned, not through ignorance, but mere artifice, and 
| Jah ſpouted a little bad Latin, for the ſame reaſon -that a 
ne beau will ſometimes ſpell incorrely----namely, to 
ew his reader that he is no pedanrt. 
I Parti- 
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parücularliy the ift of a \ — applie 
or tommunicated, not ſparingly and by ſmall 


the apoſtles are ſaid to have been led with the 


Holy Ghoſt, or, 2 it were, abſorbed and ſwal- 


bwed up in fis ſurrounding and pervadling in- 

Avences. Let me aſlti Mr. Mayo. then, which 
of the vo is moft analogous to ſuch a (plentiful 
comimutiication of the fpirit---mere | ſprinkling 
©ith eater Arop after drop, or overwhelming and 
Wer ing in water ? If he is not immerſed and 
overwhelmed. in bigurry, he muſt ve his opinion 


tv Favor of the latter and allow that nothing can 


have 16 reſemblance to the Baptiſm of the 
it, than che unhappy made for which he 
Rath ſtruggled ſo hard. But we ſhall proceed, 
in the inext place, tothe outward mem, which 
was a ſuddeh ſound from heaven, as of à mighry 
rung wind, which filled all the honſe where 
the a 8 This ſoumd, or wind, 
was I 'b the fluctuation of the 
at fixſt inviſible five, which, after filling the 
om, and, together with the preferice of the 
Holy Spirit, ſurrounding and © overwhelming all 
ho were in t——was' contracted into the form 
of cloven tongues, and (as a ſenſible token to 
the apuſtles that the promiſe of their being bap- 
ted in the Holy Ghoſt and in fir had been 


actually compleated) became viſible to the naked 
eye. Mr. Mayo „Perhaps, may cenſure the hint 


as a novel - gloſs; it is, however, ſo extremely 
natural and obvious, that no reaſonable man can 
deſpiſe it. I may add that, in reality, it is not 
a novel gloſs, becauſe one of the Gyerk fathers, 


upon the place, hath ſaid the ſame thing, and 


obſerved that c the whole houſe was filled with 


2e, thoughiinyifible, as u pool iß Rlled wich | 


water,” 


* but very capiouſly and plentifully. For 
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| | cuſtom of watering gardens and fields to forward 


| Cao) 
water.” Yet, ancient as it is, we may well fup- 
poſe that ſuch _ retation as this will re- 
ceive but a very cold welcome from infant- 
ſprinklers ; becauſe it bake too hard, 7 
too hard, on 8 mode of 

But our author harped u the 
turn of the expreſſion. eie dine it 9 be 
whimſical and unnatural to talk of dipping with, 
or (as he ought to have ſaid) in the Holy Ghoſt 
and in fire. To this I might anſwer b = 

y fo 


him in return,----whether it would 
more correctly and harmoniouſly, to talk of 
ſprinkling with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire? But 
I ſhall only refer him to the note in page 28. of 
the Doftor's ſermon, where he is told that the 
Phraſe of dipping in fire is no unuſual one, both 
in Jewiſh and Greek authors, as hath been ſhewn 
in the Doctor's expoſition of the place, and of 
1 Let him prove, then, if he hath 
Rd to do fo, that Dr. Gill hath 
> Sad, or, if he cannot prove this, 
let him reſerve his raillery till he can employ it 
with a better grace and to better purpoſe. As 
to the pouring forth the Holy Ghoſt upon 
believers, (an expreſſion which is not unfrequent 
in the Bible) it remains to be proved that this is 
ever uſed as an alluſion to the mode of Baptiſm ; 
for, till this can be diſtinctly proved, we might 
as well aſſert that, becauſe the apoſtles, in the 
chapter referred to, are ſaid to netic been filled 
with the Holy. Ghoſt, therefore to be baptized 
| muſt mean to be filled with water. It would 
therefore be abundantly more rational to conſider 
the expreſſion as a mere metaphor, taken from the 


the growth of plants and herbs; for in the whole 
account 5 the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, there 
is 


ogg (31) 


\\ is not a ſingle circumſtance upon record Wick 


hath any analogy either to ſprinkling or pouring. 
As to the un#;on or anointing with the Holy 
. Ghoſt,---this, though a ſeripture - expreſſion, is 
1 foreign to the preſent argument. If 
Mr. Mayo indeed can gravely aſſert and really 
prove, that it is not = olute 2 Na talk of 
anointing with water ; 1 may then, $, agree 
with Un that this expreſſion 2 alude to 
Water - baptiſm. But, till he can do this, I muſt 
beg leave to think otherwiſe, and regard the hint 
as a very fanciful notion, which is much better 
adapted to vindicate the unctions and the baptiſ- 
mal chriſms of the Papiſts, than the /prinklings of 
the Proteſtant Pedobaptiſts. ' —. 94 
Me proceed, in the next place, to the mira- 
culous paſſage of the Jraelites through the Red 
Sea“; an argument which, if ſoberly examined, 


will prove the reverſe of what our author intends. 


He /uppoſes, indeed, that the Iſraelites were bap- 
tized in the: cloud, by its diſtilling drops of rain 
upon them, and in the ſea, by the ſpray of the 
waves agitated by the ſtrong wind that blew, as 
they were paſſing through its channel. But we 
are not obliged to admit every hypotheſis with 
which our author, or any other perſon may 


pleaſe to preſent us; for we are all rational crea- 


tures, and as ſuch have an undoubted right 70 
ſuppoſe for ourſelves. In the firſt place, then, let 
us attend to the - apoſtle himſelf. o. nal; dh 
wail vro T1 nv 20a, xa: wail; Ne Ti; Yakacon; Ain So, 
Our fathers, ſays he, were all under the cloud, 
and they all paſſed through the ſea; Thus the fact 
is related. The inference immediately follows. 
Ties us vor Mee Banhoall, © Ty p xa en 71 gabe 
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and the type of Chriſt the he of the church) 
not by, but in the cloud and in the ſea. Neither 
the rain, nor the {pray of the Waves are ſo much 
2 mentioned. L it is ner Probable that 
Soth the one and the other Would have been 
noticed, if the type had been taken from either 
— them. We way therefore preſume. that the 
meaning was this, - g. that, as a per- 
in Baptiſm is entirely and covered 
with water, ſo the Hraelitas, wih the cloud over 
their heads, and the ſea on each ſide of chem, 
. were in appearance thus baptized or immerſed. 
This interpretation is ſo very natural and ob- 
vious, that it hath been adopted by a modern 
Pædobaptiſt of vo inconſiderable reputation, 
both in the polite and the learned world. His 
words are as follows“: We muſt not conclude 
< our notes on this chapter (Exod. xiv.) wich- 
* out mentioning the obſervgtion af St. Paul, 
« who conſiders this whole tranſaction as a type 
. or ſenſible repreſentation of B I Cor. x. 2. 
< Indeed, as thoſe who were plunged in water, in 
6 order te Baptiſm, were coyered and ſurrounded 
« therewith, ſo the Hraelites covered. with the 
& cloud, and having the fea 9 — ped up on their 
te right and left 5 roſe from this abyſs as 
from a kind of Baptiſm.” The learned Gratis 
is of the ſame opinion; and the ſeripture ęvi- 
dently ſupports. it: for, as. the Doctor hath. ob- 
ſerved, the waves of che ſea are repreſented, not 
as agitated and toſſed about, but as ſtanding 
unmoved like a e ſide of the Tjratlites : 
the floods, ſays the inſpired writer in Exodl. xv. 8. 


Dodd on Exod xiv. ult, 
| | * Ned 
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Pood upright as ay beap, and"the depths were ci, 


- 


cal th the beart of the ſea. But let us, in the 
Fe ice, examine into the circumſtances of the 
 ſtory® The 1raehtes then, according to Exo- 


dus xii. 37s 23, amounted 'to 600,000 fighting | 
| A m 5 


men, beſides women and children, and 
multitude which went up with them, and flocks _ 
and herds, and very much cattle, It is fartfler_ 
obſervable that, numerous as they were, they 
mult all of them have paſſed. through the ſea, 
(which was between 10 and 20 miles acroſs) in 
the ſpace of a few hours; and it is likewiſe 
highly probable that the Zgypiians, who were 
doubtleſs a mighty hoſt, and whoſe chariots 
hotſes muſt have occupied a large extent o 
ground, had entered the ſea before the Jraelites 
could all have gained the oppoſite ſhore,-—for, 
by the morning-watch, we find them in the nid - 
| Me of the channel. See Exod. xiv. 23, 24. 
Now, from all theſe circumſtances compared toge- 
ther, it is ſufficiently plain, that the Iracktes 
muſt have croſſed the ſea, not as if they were 
filing off through a narrow paſs, but in a very 
large extenſive front; and, conſequently, the 
paſſage made for them could not have been like 
a long narrow ſtreet, ſuch as Cbeagſide or the 
Strand, but a wide opening ſeveral miles in breadth. 
If the caſe had been otherwiſe, eſpecially upon 
ſach a clayey weedy bottom as we are informed 
by naturaliſts that of the Red Sea was; inſtead of 
only 'a few. hours, they could not have com- 
pleated. their paſſage (without a ſecond and a 
very extraordinary miracle) under three or four _ 
days, or a Week; and perhaps not at all; for 
the bottom would ſoon have been torn up, by 
che men and cattle. at the head of the column, 
ſo as to render it 1 ae to all the reſt. 
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| Beſides; it 18 aac) credible "yl the 06% 
7 themſelves, wonderfully hardened as they were, 
could have been ſgnotant” of the fatal Wheer 
they were running into, if they had not ad 
room enough to purſue the Hebrews wich all their 
© Ehariots' and their cavalry at full liberty.” . 
t be added, as a farther confirmation o 
wie has been faid, that in Pfalm cvi. 9, the 
| Red or Weedy Sea, (Mare Agoſum) as it is 
tranſlated by ee Junius and T. remellius, 
is compared, when dried up, to a deſert or wil- 
derneß; an expreſſion which. conveys the | es 
not of a long narrow lane, but of a v *h 
_ extenſive opening, of fufficient breadth for 2 
free and commodious paſſage of a ngnetous 
people. From hence, therefore, we may infer, 
that Mr. Mayo's ſuppoſition, that the ae 
were all of them ,{prinkled with the pray of 
the ſea, is not only an improbable, but a very 
011d and a very whimfical imagination. He may, 
| er object, that if the ſpray could not reach 
' tÞ far as the main body, it might however be 
blown upon a few who marched on the flanks 
near the water. But even this is very unlikely: I 
becauſe we may ſuppoſe that they would natu- 
rally haye taken advantage from the breadth of 
the 'paſſitee, to avoid ſuch a manifeſt inconve- 
nience. Beſides, as the Mraelites were marching 


from weſt to eaſt; the eaſt-wind muſt have blown 


not acroß the paſſage, but only rough it; and 
cConſequently it muſt have carried the ſpray ra- 
ther from the Iſraelites than upon them, and 
borne away that from each ſide of them, in the 


"ug fame manner as it did the waters ; otherwiſe, it 


muſt have blown the waters one way and the 
fpray another ; which would be a very ridiculous 
* Bur if we ſhould grant, (out of 


pity 


A. \ 


blow the waves one way and the ſpray another) 


they were ſurrounded by the ſex on each fide. 1 


0 very humane and judicious: aut r hath repre- 


it is not faid that a few of the Iſraelites, but that 


chi lignify, in the pre preſent inſtanee, to be rinkled 
with the ſpray of the ſea ;( for it would be mad 


that it is AA true that the children of 1/fFael 


| TS) | 
pity. to gur bewildered author) that the ſpray 


right fall upon a few of the 1faelites, 1 afl 
afraid ie we be of little ſervice to him; for 


all of them were baptized in the ſea. If chere 
fore, to be baptized in the ſen, neither dot not 


work indeed to ſuppoſe that the wind thould 


why may we not infer, with equal reaſon, that 
to be baptized in the cloud, doth not really 1 im- 
ply that the Hruelites were ſprinkled with rain 
deſcending from it, but only that they were 
covered with it over head in the ſame manner as 


will not ſay indeed with Mr. Mayo, that | 
were atinally baprized, (in the proper and ufual 
ſenſe of the word) becauſe I am not yet con- 
vinced that a type and an antitype are the very 
ſelf-ſame thing. But I can ſay, with ſufficient 
propriety, that they were Mualhy encompaſſtd; + 
ſurrounded, or enveloped with the cloud and 
the ſea together, Which is all the apoſtle on 
mean; and that their being ſo was a Hui a 

of Baptiſm by immerſion ; or, in other wo 5 


were typically baptized, or (if Mr. Mayo will 


have it ſo) that they were as if immerſed in water. 
Paul himſelf hath Ne bet hs whole affair as 


a type, in verſe the 6th. Theſe things, ſays he, 
were rnb zu, Types 0 | urſelves—chat is, of 
profeſfing Chriſtians. to proceed in the 
ment, what in the world . be more im- 
probable than that the 17aeþtes ſhould be fo. 
ſeverely incommoded in their as our 


D 2 ſented 


' 
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(36) 
ſented them? One would think it is, | 
enough in reaſon, | to have had the Egyptians. 
(their mortal enemies) at their heels, and an 


©0zy incumbered path under their feet. But 


Mr. Mayo does not ſeem to be ſatisfied with this, 
nor to think that the Iſraelites would have ſuf- 
fered enough. No ! poor ill-fated wretches! 

he hath, over and above, condemned them (like. 
an Egyptian taſk-maſter. as he is) to be plenti- 
fully ſoaked with the rain from heaven, and in- 
ſulted every moment by the ſpray of the waves ! 
Really, good Sir, according to your account of 

the matter, they had a far more cheerleſs journey 
of it than the convert Eunuch; though Wwe 
ſhould ſuppoſe the latter to have been fepeat- 
edly plunged into the water, and unprovided 
with change of raiment; for, beſides ſeveral 
other inconveniencies, if they were not immerſed 
po facto, yet truly they could ſcarcely have 
ailed .,of being altogether as wet. As to 
Pſalm Ixvii. 10. I cannot diſcern, from the 


Connection, that it is really applicable to the 


preſent ſtory, or that᷑ it affords even the ſmalleſt 
ſhadow of a proof that the Tfratlites were be- 
friended in their retreat with a. plentiful. rain. 
Nor will the name of a Watts, or of a Locke, 
Go, by the bye, have neither of them expreſly. 
_ fray that = Traelites were ſprinkled with the 
| of the ſea, . any more than the great 
. 0 oadwin *. ) neither theſe, 1 ſay, nor ſtill 
Dr. venerable. names than theſe, ſhall ſo far 
over-awe. me, as to make me wuckle to what 1 
think, to be ab/oluteh improbable. I. will not, in- 


wo Locks: and Goodwin, have not i any 75 mentioned 
the ſpray; and the others kave op! 7 ſpoken'vf it, as of a 
doubeful thing, with a perhaps and à mipht be; none of 


hay r it, which Ach . al the Doctor hath ſaid. 


a | 11 5 deed, Fra 


8 (3) | 
deed, be ſo much out of humour with them, as 
to condemn their writings, (as this Rhadamanthus 
of the learned world hath done by the Doctors?) 

either to be buried in duſt and cobwebs in the 
corner of a ſhelf, or to be employed in the deli- 
cate ſervices of the privy-houſe. For though I 
am a layman, and perhaps he may think a very 
pert one too, no pretences whatſoever ſhall ex- 
tort from me ſuch very indecent and very unbe- 
coming language” when I am ſpeaking (as he 
was) of my elders and my betters. I ſhall, how- 
ever, take the liberty to follow our letter- 
writer's own advice; and, I hope, without con- 
temning another man's abilities, read the ſcrip- 
tures, and judge for myſelf, and not blindly pin 
my faith on the ſuperior learning and capacity 
of any fallible mortal. If our author had done 
the ſame, he would never have vaunted himſelf 
in ſuch an unguarded manner in page the 27th 
nor have made ſuch a fool of the Doctor only 
for his talking of baptizing in the cloud, or in the 

| fea. For if it is true that this is monſtroufly ridi- 
culous, and very abſurd,——1 am ſorry to ſay it, 
tit ; a ridiculous abſurdity which Paul 
himſelf hath moſt unluckily ſtumbled upon! He 
might likewiſe have as eaſily ſpared his idle 
ſmeer, that the Doctor mult certainly have meant 
the Egyptians, inſtead of the [fraehites, as the 
pokes properly baptized or covered with the ſea, 
or the Jraelites, and not the Egyptians, were 


the proper of the Chriſtian church; and he 
hos. * aſſure himſelf, that we believe 
the drowning of the former to be altogether as 
little connected with Chriſtian Baptiſm, as are 
the ſtiff and aukward witticiſms of Mr. Mayo 
with ſterling ſenſe and _ argument, 
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As to his remarks on the prepoſition: ENF, 
they are neither ſo accurate nor ſo curious as he 
ſeems to perſuade himſelf. It is true, indeed, 
as he obſerves, that „ frequently ſignifies with z 
and that, not only in the New Teſtament, but 
in other authors. He ought, however, toſhave 
recollected that it can never ſignify with in a 
local ſenſe. It is likewiſe true that , frequently 
ſignifies at. But even in this caſe, where the 
ſehſe is entirely local, a little reflection muſt con- 
vince him that at is generally, if not always, 
equivalent to in. Thus, for inſtance, When we 
ſay that a man lives at Rome, or at Paris, or at 
any ther place, we certainly mean that he lives 
in Nome, or in Paris, and not barely in the 
neighbourhood of thoſe cities. If, therefore, we 
pretend that to be baptized » i, muſt really 
mean to be baptized with Jordan, or with 
the river, or as it were, at the river, (as Mr. Mayo 

would fain interpret it) we ſhall certainly expreſs 
ourſelves far more uncouthly and more annaturaliy 
than if we were to ſay that the apoſtles were 
baptized in the Holy Ghoſt and in firey and no- 
thing but a grievous ſtrait could have grompted 
our author to coin ſuch out- of the- way phraſes; 
But ta ſatisfy him that , in a local ſenſe, and 
connected with water, may very properly ſignify 
in or into, let me refer him to Matt: viii. 32. 
Mark i. 16. and v. 13. Luke xvii. 6. Acts vii. 
36. Rev. xvi. 3. and xvüi. 19. Where it will 
puzzle him, (though he is not, we may ſuppoſe, 
a novice, but a ſturdy ſeaſoned veteran in the 
Greek Language) to tranſlate it otherwiſe. 

What he hath advanced concerning the phraſe 
c vis Þ, as denoting only different ſtreams or 
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. different 
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+ different. colleftions of water, is, in my opinion, 


cially frivolous. For, in Rex. xvii. 1. the 
very 


me expreſſion is made uſe of to ac 
gil 


the Euphrates, a large river which ran throu 
Babylon, the ſcripture-emblem of Rome, pagan 
and Rowe papel. We are likewiſe told that 
Enon was near Salim, which is generally ſuppoſed 
to have been either upon or near the banks of 
Jordan. But why our author ſhould imagine, 
as he does, that John made choice of ſuch a 
place, for the mere convenience of ſuch of his 
| ro as might chance to be thirſty, and not 
with any reſpeft to Baptiſm, I am. wholly at a loſs 


to conceive. What! is it faid that he preached 
at Enon, becauſe it was furniſhed with plenty of 


water ? If it had been thus expreſſed, Mr. Mayo's 
hypotheſis would have been very reaſonable. But 
inſtead of this it is expreſsly ſaid that he baptized 
there on account of the water; which mult cer- 
tainly intimate, if there is any meaning in words, 


that his principal and his only view in going to 


Enon; rather than any where elſe, was to have 
water in ſufficient plenty for Baptiſm. . Beſides, 
thoſe who attended upon John's miniſtry might 
very. eaſily have provided themſelves with all 
neceſſaries in the town of Salim, and other 
5 places. We may add, that if he 
had baptized either by ſprinkling or pouring, he 


* 


villages, to ſerve his purpoſe, and afford 


refreſhment to his hearers, without going to the 


banks of a river. We might alſo enquire, if his 


regard was to the mere accommodation of his 


hearers, Why he did not chooſe a place which 
would have furniſhed food for themſelves, and 
provender for their cattle, as well as water for 
their drink? But the truth of the matter is, if it 
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might have found water enough, in the towns 
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5 once comes to be allowed, that any conſiderable 
quantity of water was required by Jobn for the 

N ſe of Baptiſm, it would give us a ſhrewd 
a very untoward ſuſpicion, chat it was his 
, cuſtom to baptize by immerſion. No wonder, 
therefore, that Mr. Mayo, and his age 
ſpftinklers, ſhould beſo mighty loth, as the | 
to interpret the words in their natural * 
And-—(now I think of it) hat a heinous pity it 
is, that neither Mr. Whitefield, nor Weſley, nor 
any of their field-preaching followers, ſhould 
have fo much regard for the accommodation of 
their induſtrious hearers, as to make jt their 
practice alſo to hold forth on the banks of 
rivers ! | | 
The next inſtance referred to is che Baptiſm 
of the believing Eunuch in Acts the 8th“. This 
hath been confidered and repreſented by Dr. Gill 
as a ſufficient proof that the primitive converts 
were baptized by immerſion. For we are told, 
in the common tranſlation, that both Philip and 
5 che Eunuch went, not barely to the water, that 
is, o the fide of it. but into the water,. (us ud 
| ſee verſe the 38th: —and as it is particularly 
faid, in one of the preceding verſes, that they 
came to the water (er. vIwe) a little before, the 
Doctor hath flattered himſelf that e is tranſ- 
lated juſt as it ought to be. Beſides, as the 
Doctor hath elſewhere obſerved +, hy ſhould 
the ſight of a confluence of RIP put the 
Eunuch, as it did, in mind of Baptiſm, if it 
had not been uſual to adminiſter the ordinance - 
by dipping or immerſion ? For, conſidering his 
rank, it is highly probable that he was provided 
| both with wine 5 water, to refreſh him on his 
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journey; becauſe theſe, when mixed, were the 
"uſual drink of the eaſtern countries. So that a 
fingle bottle of the water he carried with him 
would have ſerved for ſprinkling or pouring, had 
either of theſe been the mode of Baptiſm ; and, 
by this means, he would have had no occaſion 
to have we t to the water at all, and. much leſs 
into it, as it is expreſsly ſaid he did. But 
Mr. Mayo hath affured us that he did not go into 
the water, but only 10 it, and very ingemiouſly 
proved that this ſame ww#/eacre of a Doctor is 
| a mere blunderbuſs. Suppoſe now, ſays he, 
| that the Eunuch was riding in a chariot, and 
% came to the water-ſide.“ Well, then, let us 
ſuppoſe he did. Why; if he afterwards con- 
« deſcended to ſtep out of it, and to waſh his 
* hands, face, &c.” What then ? Why; 
may it not be fri#ly faid that though he was 
come to the water before, yet in coming down 
< from the chariot he went down to the wa- 
ter., (that is, we may ſuppoſe, to come to 
it again, and go an inch or two nearer to it than 
he was before ?)---Aye ; to be ſure ;---what in 
in the world can be plainer ? He went firſt of all 
to the water, and 8 to the water itſelf. 
Really, gentle reader, with a very trifling altera: 
tion, this ingenious and pretty fancy of our right 
reverend Hibernian will become a very ingenious 
and a very pretty riddle ; bo was it that 
« went to the wuter, and to the water, and yet 
© never went into the water? But this is not 
all ;---our dreaming ideot of a Doctor never be. 
thought himſelf that if going into the water im- 
plies immerſion, poor Philip muſt have been dip- 
| ped as well as the Eunuch; and thus, inſtead of 
one Baptiſm, we ſhall be hampered with two, 
whereas the apoſtle mentions but one. This is 
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| ſharp work indeed! But what a, pity it is that ſo 
much ingenuity as our author feems to be maſter 
of ſhould be fo aukwardly employed. For the 
Doctor hath only told us that going into the 
water implies that the per/on to be baptized muſt 
have been dipped or immerſed; becauſe, if he 
was not immerſed, there could have: been. no 
occaſion for his. going into the water at all. Tr 
is true; indeed, that the operator muſt have 
went. into the water along with him; but as he 
did not go there to be baptized himſelf, but only 
to, baptize another, bis going into the water does 
not imply that he was dipped, though the other's 
doing ſo will neceſſarily ſuggeſt ſuch an inference. 
Mr. Mayo, however, hath doubtleſs flattered him- 
ſelf that he hath to deal with none but fools and 
ignoramuſes; and, for this reaſon, he hath ven- 
tured to. amuſe us with a.quzbble,---an open and a 
barefaced quinn, in the room of an argument. 
— But he hath not done with us yet: for, to 
make the caſe, if poſſible, ſtill plainer, and con- 
vince us, beyond diſpute, that our D. D. is a 
downright dunce, he hath farther obſerved, © that 
„i the Eunuch really went into the water, before 
« plunged in it, he half-bagtized himſelf.” He 
means, I ſuppoſe, that becauſe a' perſon, who 
partakes of the Lord's ſupper, uſes his own: 
hands to put the bread and the wine into his own 
mouth, he performs half the office of the admi- 
niſtration ; or that the buſineſs of the baptizer 
is not to put the ſubject under the water, but ta 
carry him into the. water Annotator divine ! 
What praiſes doſt thou not deſerve for ſuch a 
happy thought ! or what genius but thine could 
ever have enlightened and embelliſhed the pre- 
jtent controverſy with ſuch curious novelties as 
theſe.! You certainly. imagined that a Aae 
Ne ; meer 


' a8? | 
in th lace of hal 
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2 compleat one is wanting; and 
ey ſay, is better than no bread, 


But where- 


fore is our author {0 very unwilling that we 


ſhould take the Eunuch into the water ? becauſe, 

2 AS We have ode intimated, it would be 
a whimſical conceit to 1 75 tha he actually 
went into the water only to ſprinkl, ed or poured 
pon; for every body will naturally imagine that, 
in this caſe, he might better have ſtaid in his 
chariot, and uſed, 0 of the water he carried 
with him; or, if that was ex nded, have ſent 


one of his. ſervants to the brook or river to fetch 


more. But, to end the diſpute at once, I ſhall 
only add, that, excepting the paſſage before us, 
1 connefied with the WO of or adele, is only 
uſed, in Matt, xvii. 15. Mark ix. 22 

where it muſt frifly and on iignify into. I 
might defy Mr. Mayo  himelf, with all his learn- 
ing, not only to prove, but even to ſay to the 
contrary. If «; vg, then, ſignifies into the wa- 
ter, in every other paſſage where it occurs, what 
reaſon can our author give why it ſhould not ſig- 


nify the ſame in the paſſage before us, unleſs it 


be that it would bear too hard on the cauſe of 
ſprinkling ? Or, if going into the water doth not 
naturally ſuppoſe the immerſion of the party bap- 
tized, wks ould he be ſo anxious to perſuade his 
readers (contrary to every appearance of proba- 
| bility, and to the general ſenſe of the phraſe 
then made uſe of) that the Eunuch only went 0 


or unto the water, without wetting even ſo much. 


as his ſhoe? 


But, to prove that g (that is, 1 ſuppoſe, 


when connected with water) doth not ſtrictly or 
FN ſignify in or into, he hath boaſtingly 
& referred 
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referred us to Luke vi. 12. and Mat. v. 1.“ 
where he thinks it would be ridiculous to tranſ—- 
late us ogos into a mountain. A fine compliment 


this to the learned tranſlators of our Bible, who, 


either in their ſenſes or out of them, have ſo ren- 
dered it in both the inſtances he hath mentioned! 
Aye; but how very 8 would it be, to 
ſuppoſe that a man ſhould make his way through 
earth and ſtones into the very body of a moun- 
tain! True, Sir, it would be ſo. But do you 
believe that our Savior aſcended the mountain? 
You do believe it. Let me aſk you, then, whe- 
ther you lik&wiſe believe, that . it is im- 


poſſible: to walk into the middle of a pond or 


river without 3 into the water, it muſt 
therefore be impoſſible to go up into a mountain, 
or to advance into the middle of a large plain 
without ſinking into the earth? If you do, there 
muſt be a wonderful and a highly probable cavern 
in the learned. receptacle 'of your brains. The 
alteration you would recommend, by rendering 
u ces 70 or into a mountain, (for if you allow it 
to be into the mountain, as you have unwarily 
done in page the 31ſt, you fairly give up the 
point) this alteration would be far more excep- 
tionable than the common tranſlation. For it is 
caſy to conceive that a perſon may go t or unto . 
a mountain, without aſcending it, or travelling 
any farther than the bottom of it. Nor is the 
Phraſe, going up into a mountain, improper 
Engliſh; becauſe it is neceſſary to ſpecify the 
difference between aſcending the mountain, and 
going only to the foot of it, and as ſuch is com- 

monly uſed. In the ſame manner we often ſay 
that a perſon lives in a plain, or in any particular 
0% 02 WII + 4 NS 3 OAT IR ooh Le? 
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county. or tract of land, without ſuppoſing that 
he * 8 taken 1 TREE ina 8 . 
and the phraſe is ſufficiently proper, becauſe, in 

fact, he is ſurrounded ky he 

ev ery ide of him. * But 1 might preſs you ſtill 
you to prove that there is any 
ching ridiculous or improbable in Chriſt's going 
up, not only inte 4 mountain, but even into a 
cave, either in Luke vi. 12. or in Mat. v. 1. 
Lou ſeem to be ſenſible yourſelf that it might 


cloſer, and urge 


haye been ſo in the former caſe. For if he went 
up into the mountain to pray, (for the ſake of 
privacy, we may ſuppoſe) it is likely enough 


that he would have preferred a cave to any other 


place; as was done by Elijab in mount Horeb. 
And, as to Mat. v. 1. you have certainly for- 
gotten. that our Lord was only greaching to his 
diſciples, who muſt have male e a ſmall au- 


dience, as is ſufficiently evident from his poſture 


while he was ſpeaking; for he is ſaid to have 


taught them ſitting. Beſides, the whole ſermon 


was particularly addreſſed to the diſciples 


as ſuch; which would ſcarcely have been the 


caſe, if he had been ſurrounded by a great con- 


courſe of ſtrangers. Nor is it difficult to diſcern ”. 
from the paſſage itſelf, compared with Mark viii. 
1. that he went into the mountain not to preach 


to the multitudes you mention, but rather to avoid 


them, that he might give them time to refreſn 
themſelves. What impropriety, then, or what 
inconſiſtence hath your eagle eyed ſagacity diſ- 


covered in Chriſt's retiring with his little com- 


pany into a large cavern, or natural grotto, (as 


well to ſcreen them from the heat of the fun, as 


to prevent. interruption) that you ſhould exult 


over the Doctor with ſuch an air of triumph, 


and repreſent him as a whimſical and a head- 


- ſtrong 


. 4 1 


plain or land on 


r 


- 


— TERS — 


. 


» 
ER — 


! 


r r 


(4). | 

be r In the touftzins of Jula theft 
were certainly mam caves: or caverhs, ſorie of 
them tratoral, and others, perhaps, artificial. 
It is true, indeed, chat the multirades, when 
they diſcovered whither Chriſt had withdtawhn 
himſelf, muſt ſome of them have went up into 
the mountain after him, and found him for 
enough to hear the conclafibn of his * 
and expreſs their aſtoniſhment (as in chap. vil 

28, 29.) at the unuſual energy of his doctrine. 
ä Upon the Whole, however, it ſtems probable 
(to me at leaſt) that his atidience” at firſt was 
chiefly if not wholly compoſed of his own diſci- 
ples. For, if the multitudes attended Chriſt 


Into the mountain, what occaſion was there for 


telling us, in chap. the grh, and verſe the iſt, 
that they followed him, not gau, wbHH or 
as be was coming down again; but daga, after 
he deſcended, or after his coming down 2:=-But, 
| whether I am right or wrong in this 97 
or, in other words, whether Chriſt retired into 4 
cave, or only aſcended the mountain, the prepoſi- 
tion « both hath been and muſt be tranſlated Mw, 
in either caſe ; which is all that we are obliged 
to prove: and there were caverns in Judea capa- 
ble of holding many hundreds of perſons. Sce 
1 Sam. Xii. 1, 2. and xxIv. 3. 
But, you have aſked us, did not Jeſus 
ſend Peter uc rw daa, (Mat. xvii. 27.) f He 
did ;—and you appear to be well- aſſured that 
«; dhaeen, cannot rationally ſignify into the ſea. 
And yet,-—lughly ſtrange as you may think it,--- 
this very expreſſion, excepting the paſſage be- 
ory Ty is only uſed in Mat. iv. 18.—-vifl. 32. 
47 i. 21. Mark the * 13.-—Ix. 42. 
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Ae 1200 30, # 40. Rev. vili. 8.--vi. 3. 
in every one of theſe inſtances 

it hath been tranſlated, * muſt neceſſarily 
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fi into the ſeg.-—except in Acts xxvii. 40 


where us is not uſed locally, and in Rev. xvi. 3. 
where upon muſt certainly mean, and ought to 
be rendered into; becauie the contents of the 
angels vial were undoubtedly pouted into and 
not merely upon the ſea. This will prove, (to 
make the leaſt of it we can, and give our author 


all the indulgence which the weakneſs of his 


cauſe requires) this will prove that the general 
meaning of 4c, in a local ſenſe, is in or into, 
fourteen to one againſt 4 or unto. But, Why 
may we not ſuppoſe that «; $axa7ow is here uſed 
in the ſenſe which it ſo 'conimonly bears, and 
fay that Peter ſtepped firſt into the ſpoal. water, 
and afterwards .into his boat, and then put off 
into the middle of the harbour? This is neither 
fo improbable, nor yet fo unuſual, as to deſerve 


to be whiolly diſcredited. Peter was a fiſherman, 


He earned his Iivelihood by the trade. We may, 
therefore, ſuppoſe, that all our Savior intended, 
was that the next time he went into the ſea to 
flſh, (which was probably the ſame or the next 
day) he ſhould look into the mouth of the firſt 
fiſh he caught, and take out the piece of money 
Wich he would find in it, to pay their tribute. 
Accordingly; the pallage might be juſtly tranſ- 
Alated weed, Fe. © Going, or when thou 
_ into the ſea, caſt an hook, and take the 75 


« fiſh that cometh up, c.“ Mr. Mayo, pore = 
* | 


haps, may. that if Peter had went 
Ns boat to 8 


hook, but hive thrown out his net as uſual. To 
this. I would anſwer, that he muſt certainly 3 
| uſed 


8 - 
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would not have employed a g 
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_ uſed, a hook on other occaſions. as well as the 
. or elſe he wouldTearcely have been — 4 1 
vided with one 3, nor is it at all unuſual for 
ſons to put off in a boat or wherry, to a. 3 
diſtance from the tore, when they! have a mind 
to fiſh with a hook. 
But I proceed to another inſtance Mat. xy. 
24. *-—where it is ſaid that our Lord was 
. 7% gige, Sc. Now, fays our m | 
. wit, ſhould that be 1% or into the loſt ſheep "Lo 


* T9, you reply, doubtleſs. And ſo 

is he plea ied with this wonderful nightly, 
mitaculous diſcovery, that LAG makes himſelf ſure 
of his point, and proving that £5. Can 
never geh int, into, in che caſe of Water-baptiſm, ; 
<« unleſs the loſt ſheep had a cave in them as well 
c 1 the fa wr Re Ks he my oa 
his ſuppoſed with a grace, he plays 
upon fer if with all the aſſurance. of 3 


conqueror, and merrily adds, < that the Doctor's 
« criticiſm will ſuit very well with the tenet of 


nt. 


* ſome, and furniſh them with an invincible 
argument for tranſubſtantiation, and Chriſt's 


«c Entering perſonally into them; their 9 8 | 

js the cave into which he enters, by virtue 

Hoc efs corpus or hocus pocus.” Bravo, friend 
Harry! this is well-play'd indeed ! Ah! 


Doctor, Doctor, how I pity thee ! For now, 


like a ſecond Goliab, all thy learning and impor- 
tance hath been lain at once by an upſtart youth! 
How, then, in the name of ſound criticiſm, 
how conldſt thou be fo far over-ſeen, as to tell 
the world that the meaning of « is ſometimes 
into, even (woe betide the day when thou = 
gots when it is connected WI the hereti 
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(49) 
ON of water? Surely, Sir, you had never 


been ſo unwary, if you had but attended to the 
wondrous lear and ahilities of this adven- 
wous ſtripling. But, however, it is no great 
2 W een * it for your pains. 

or though ſuc eptions as yours 
may, like others; eo for a time, they are 


generally detected and. expaſed at laſt by ſome 


ingenious Nen pareil. For my part, I am highly 
obliged to your learned opponett. 
the happineſs to meet with his admirable 
„1 laboured: under a miſtake. For 
verily thought, in my heart, that the poor in- 
valid in John the 8 was inconſiderate enough 
to deſire our Saviour to put him, not on: the fide 
ef the pool, but into the pool; becauſe thoſe 
novices in Greek; the tranſlators of the Bible, 
have been weak enough to render =; dg 
in that manner ; not conſidering, we may fup- 
pole, the eminent danger to which an actual di 
might have 1 poor man M 
ut thanks to thy moſt penetrating genius, O 
n ut aufg, 
| 2 Ainam, to, or unto, or as it 
x ths I man deſired 
was to be civilly laid down on terra firma, near 
the brink of th water, In the fame manner, 
when Chriſt is ſaid to have went c now and; we 
_ re dig, it doth not mean that he ventured into 
* or inta tbe temple'; but that he acted the 
part, and, for fear of his enemies, went: 
N 4 Lewes /ght of thoſe- places. But is this, 
fay you, all a 
u; 7 Tears ? No, Sir; I ſhall return an anſwer; 
which will . likewiſe ſerve for your d due 
(unto righteouſneſs) in Rom. 2 3, 5» 9, and 
your «5 ,t 


lalonians 


Before I had 


oo. _— Ot S- 


nts om; At 1c det in 1 Theſ- 
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dloniars it 1. and all otber refureuses "of thd 
fame kind. I 'allow, with 1 that, in 
each of theſe inſtarices; the oc neither 
dothk nor can lignify into. But What i1 the reaſon 
Why becauſe it is not uſed iu a #927 ſenſe, or 
an Uke local ſenſe; and it would HG 


ſtrange indeed if % ſhould f iir or into 

e * #0 8 „neither 
0, ante 0 

SA en Srragy Is bi i: — 


haue proved that; When ts 107 be 
' that is the ſenſesof it which nor eh 
_ ecntroverſy) ite generally hogs conſtantly High 
fies to, at, or 2400; excluſive.ofiin and into. But 
this you can never prove: and for that reaſon 
vdu have wiſely decined itt Fr the truth is 
that, When lee ufd, generally, if not ak 
ways, ſignifies i or inο, where itfignifies others | 
wiſe in one "inſtance, ir fi gnifies: thus in ten 6x 
twenty, to ſpeakintthin compatiyo Take up you 
, Greek /Teftanzyt*(which, it may be, is y 
4 plus ultra) and examine if i Ades mot. Yo 
have, indeed, beet fo! very coampeſfonate as to 
allow chat , not only. ſometimes, SK. ets | 
es into. We ate hig en RR to you for 
your condeſcenſion⸗ But; the misfortune "457 
ou will not ackiivwledaey aſter all that it wilt 
ar this ſenſe, inaſo much as one fingle indivis 
dunl inſtance which*tdricerns the: pteſent contro- 
verſy. What à piry that ſuch am obliging gen4 
deman. as you are Iliould be ſo n enen, 
t ſerve à turn I We habe pro however. 
itbout eicher pour lep, or yoùr eli that "hs 
ion ia, When chlly uſed, "as i it always is 
where-it 78 A 'wo Baptiſm) will generally ＋ nor 
always ſignify into. Let me advile* you, then, 
for you "agate to be 9 * po- 
„All Ka Fe 


— 


Yah hk 


« buried, when only a Tg 


(-5i 5 


be juſt 8 to ng the. 
at ung, 


25 e may ſuppoſe, in a 
1 Me is Fi into . Tang; 1s ſo 


Neander in e of places.” Otherwiſe, 
you may let bigottr alone, and ſpare the Doctor 
as e 57 till you can make it appear . | 


you. ate not a 8 4e and 4 — 871 

a0 . which You. haye nat {kill to d 1 

25 which va have. not ſhall ta Fa 9 75 | 
Neve me, e was, frang cha. 

e the fahr * & and impor- 

tance. on ee Ly own ns and ae. 


e + IX 3 10 Ve. you Te 9 5 te abilities a 
e your vr 10 bution, and Rand forth as the 


a Die 
Your 1255 Atrack u upon the Doctor 18 becauſe 
he hath told us that Baptiſm, is a real tepreſenta- 
tion 15 the burial and reſurrection or Jeſus; 
Chnſt *,: and. was intended as ſuch: when, it was 
ia The emblem you ſay is imperc tible, 
e o imer ee that. it can only be cerned 
by one. or wa of uncommon. capacities.” 
This i is true enough of ſprinkling. *. For will | 
* any, man in his ſenſes ſay that a corpſe is 
duſt or earth ig 
led or popred on its Face 1 believe. 


— 15 vf 09 immerſion 1s. a very pro- 
IK For as in Biol 8 


50 9 0 1 2 with . ſa in bapuſm he is covered 
with water. Here we have a real, a very 18 
108 a very ealy emblem. „ 5 cannot pre 

e contrary ; anck, for that reaſon, you 2 
e us ile ſlip, 06 APs | 
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off the ar 


zument with a ſucer. But tric ait 
face ridicule at all times. You cannot deny that 


the apoſtle himſelf hath faid, and that he hath. 
frequently repeated the expreſſion, that we are 
buried with Chriſt in Baptiſm. Doth he mean 
ſomething? or doth he mean nothing? You 
was afraid to tell us. But if there is any mean- - 
ing in words, he muſt intend a real analogy be- 
tween burial and Chriſtian Baptiſm. If he doth. 
not, to what p is baptiſm mentioned? 
And if he doth, wherein conſiſts the analogy ? 
Ayer me _ and ſeriuſſy, 7 vou 
m ive u argument. Lou have pro- 
nouncel the Doss account of this 8 
a whimſical interpretation of a ſeripture- alliſion. 
Produce a better, and then we need not take your 
Bare word for it. But you have produced none 
at all. If you are ſo much concerned for Chri- 
ſtianity as 2 3 to be, why have you left 
us in the dark? But, to ſpeak the truth, the 
emblem which you have inconſiderately ridiculed 
and derided, is fo very ſtriking, that ſome of 
your own party have been forced to allow from 
it, that it is probable that immerſion might have 
been uſed in antient times. As to your tart 
rebuke beſtowed upon the Doctor, becauſe he 
Hach told us, that the end of Baptiſm is to repre- 
ſent the burial and reſurrection of Jeſus Chriſt;— 
I need only anſwer, that if it really is ſuch a 
repreſentation, (a point which we have already 
proved) it will naturally follow that it was in- 
tended to be fo As ua the uſe 3 eng F. 
thing is intended may very properly be c | 
FE nl of it. But, AK to whe upon you with 
too much ſeverity, give me leave to aſk you, 
what more important or more intereſting tranſ- 
5 4 ©, actions 


$ 


—— 4 , 
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actions could Chriſtian Baptiſm have pointed out 
and repreſented, than the burial and reſurrection 
. of the Chriſtian Saviour? Tranſactions which are 
the glorious ſources of all our preſent enjoyments, 


and of all our hopes of future happineſs. Vo 


tell us, indeed, among other things, that the 
end of Baptiſm was to inſtruct mankind in their 
guilt and defilement through fin, and in the 
neceſſity of ſanctification, and to ſignify the in- 
fluences of the ſpirit. I will not fay that you are 
- miſtaken ; but I may ſafely tell you that you 
cannot prove what you have ſaid, in the fame 
manner as the Doctor hath proved what he hath 
ſaid ; I mean, by ſcripture-teſtimony. 


You proceed to inform us, that the Doctor 


either knows, or ought to know, that ca, 
in Heb. vi. 4. is generally underſtood to mean 
perſons baptized. For my part, I can ſee no 
reaſon to adopt the ſentiment. It ſeems more 
natural to me. to underſtand it of perſons who 
have received -» 2 e of the 

ſpel. Knowledge is frequently, and very pro- 
50 AF ate As 5 the G ol 1 5 
E fathers, they may, as you ſay, for any 
thing I know to the contrary, ſpeak of Baptiſm 
by the word gwnoue;, But is this any proof that 
the apoſtle did fo too? One would think, if he 
had, that he would have done it oftener and 


more expreſsly, This uſe of the word ſeems to 


be too ſhewy and pompous to be of ſuch an 


early date, Burt, granting that your notion is 
right; what will you gain by it ? Is there any 
analogy between enlightening and ſprinkling ? 1 
am not enlightened enough to ſee any. When 
2 perſon is removed out of a dark place into 2 
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N he is. inf . ſurrouuded and entom. 
2 with the I. N wr: A of co 
790 0 C 1 8. N 9 
1 Jorinkled, he is not ſurrounded with water. Y 
indeed, that when a perſon is #mer/ed, the 
ar PE oven the ſight, and for a. time makes 
| * 17 areuud him, Be it. ſo. - But dork 
Tori ling water ON, A perſon” s face waſh darkneſs 
_ away from it ?.T cannot think it doth. Perhaps, 
then, you mean to refine upon the ar nent, 
and to tell us, that as it is a man's unde ding 
Which is enlightened, and as the ſeat of the un- 
derſtanding is ſuppoſed to be im the brain, and 
as the brains are lodged in the, brad, therefore 
that part alone ſhould be baptized. If you was 
actually to offer ſuch a droll hint, I ſhould not 
greatly wonder at it. It would be altogether of 
A piece with many other pleaſantries in your 


| pamphlet, 


But Chriſtians are repreſented, ou fay, as a8 

rſons cruci 151 with Chriſt. They are ſo. 
py what follows? Hath R. any chin to do 
with Baptiſm ? Or hath Dr. Gill « ever le that it 
hath? You Aue anſwer in the afficmitive. 
Learn, then, ingenuous Sir,---learn, for the fu- 
ture to make a 5 between what is argu- 
ment and what is mere impertinence. If you 

2 done this hen you indited your dunptlet, 
y i would never have ART this remark, 


inſinuating, as you really have done, that 
pouring, ſhedding, and anointing, are natural al- 
en to ſprinkling, and valuable arguments, for 


our favourite mode of Baptiſm. Really, friend 


x0, inftead of f fel your cu you have killed 
21 as It were cruci your cau le, 


* 
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2 The n you have-produce@ in 
favour of ng, is that 2 was aß⸗- 
plied 40 what ?. Why; only to one part of 

the body. This is ſtrange | reaſoning indeed! 


Are you in earneſt ? — wget it; but 


yon are in earneſt, mean, 
that the circumciſing Ag eaſe OT, a be 4 
* 2 emblem of 1 his fate ! Fie 
for ſhame,---I could never have thought you 
capable of ſo much abſurdity, if 1 had not ſeen 
it and read it wih my own I ſay—of % 
much abſurdity. For, in the name of common 
ſenſe, let me only aſk you what poſſible hkeneſs 
there can be between applying water to the 
fleſh, and catting it with a knife! Beſides, if the 
mode of Baptiſm may be determined by eircum- 
ciſion, why not the ſubje#s of it. that is, males 
excluſive of females, If this, therefore, is the 
| boaſted new light, with which you have orna- 
mented and embelliſhed the preſent controverfy, 
you have no great reaſon to be proud of it. Tou 
might as well have told us that becauſe the paſ- 
chal lamb in the paſſover was eaten with bitter 
herbs, therefore the wine in the ofdinance of the 
Lord's ſupper ſhould be daſhed with wormwood, 
as a moſt exact and a moſt {ſenſible repreſentation 
of the bitter ſufferings of Jeſus Chriſt. For the 
Lord's Supper came he the room of the Paſſover, 
juſt as much as Baptiſm did in the room of cir- 
cumciſion; that is, not at all, as we ſhall prove 
in its proper place, when ve proceed to diſcourſe 
of the Baptiſm of Infants. This droll argument, 
therefore, which to me is a new one, is not only 

"ey W mn W A EA 
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Our dextrous opponent hath farther obſerved,* 
that: our Lord hath expreſſy declared that the 
| waſhing the feet (a leis noble part of the 
than the face) with a baſon of water, was as 
fectual as if the whole body had been — 
But is the ing of feet a Chriſtian ordinance? 
Or did our Lord n of his diſciples, 
on purpoſe to ſpecify the mode of Baptiſm. We 
_— informed that he did. 0 the 
contrary, you well know, that it was only inten- 
ded as an emblem of Chriſtian humility, a virtue 
which is no ſmall ornament to the character of 
proteſſors in general, but of Chriſtian miniſters in 
particular. - 
As to the 30004, who were converted in one 
day, you hays not proved that they were all bap- 
zized in onę day, in one place, by one perſon, 
. without previous notice. It is only ſaid that 
they were all added in one day. Added to what ? 
Why to the number of thoſe who heard and be- 
 heved the goſpel. - The ſame expreſſion is uſed in 
the 47th verſe; where it is plain that added doth 
nor fi nity baptized, but is to be taken in the 
e ſenſe I have here given to it. When I ſup- 
3 goq were not all . 
— wing I do not wholly proceed upon 
the | bare word wr the paſſage ſelf, (which doth 


[+ lay that they were 1 in one day,) but 


cwiſe upon the of reaſonableneſs and 
probability. For though they were all added, i. e. 
(by che Lord) or converted in one day, common 
ſenſe might teach us that the apoſtles and other 
diſciples would ſcarcely have baptized them, 
withont a previous enquiry into their belief, or 
into che reality of their ee one by 908 
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n * 0 themſelves for that 
e ;---a, circumſtance which will bear me obe ir 
was to ſay, that their confeſſion of the faith and 
their Baptiſm, one after the other, might not have 
been compleated under the {pace 'of ſeveral days. 
But notwithſtanding this, (ſuppoſing all of them 

to have been already by a previous 
feſſion of their belief) it would not have — 
impaſſible to baptize them all by immerſion even 
on the ſame — for, ane we ſhould ſuppoſe 
_ it to have been a full hour after noon before their 
— Baptiſm began, there would have been time ſuf- 
ficjene between that and night for the 12 apoſtles 
and 70 diſciples to have baptized not only 3000, 
(about 36 or 37 people apiece) but even 3 times 
ooo. As to the want of convenience for the 
Percas ſuch a number of perſons by immerſion; 
iĩt is ſufficient to obſerve, chat the great frequency 
of 2 bachs in Jeriſalem, the ſeveral pools in 
it, and the many con enienc es in the temple, would 
have ſerved handſomely tor the purpoſe, without 
creating a hubbub in the open ſtreets 3 eſpeciall 
H we allow that they might not all have been 3 
baptized on the ſame day. | 
As to the jailor and his houſhold *, it was very 
uſual in the climate where he lived to have baths 
either in or near their houſes. We need not ſup- 
poſe, then, that he was obliged to walk a mile or 
go to be plunged in a river. Or if he actually 
went to the river where the oratory was, which is 
ntzoned in verſe the 13th, it may well be 
that he had truſty ſervants, who would 
have taken care of the priſon and the priſoners 
till their maſter's return. For according to the 


Which muſt have made, if they had onl been 
ſprinkled, ey 4 A xi. ö 


circumſtances 
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n the ſtory, it is æ car caſe; chat 
— —ä of che priſon into his 
own houſe, where they preached to him and his 
Family, (ſee verſe the gad j). and that after this, 
he went out of the houſe to be baptized, (which 
he need not have done, if he was only to have 
been ſprinkled) z for after the Baptiſm of — 
and his houſhold, — who. 2 
his houſe, and ſer meat before their, (fee v. 49) 
Our author hath argued to as little pu | 
from the caſe of the Eunuch. We know, TEE, 
that he was upon a journey; and a long one too. 
What then, he be more improbable than that a 
perſonage of his high rank and diſtinction ſhould 
be wholly unprovided, (as Mr. Mayo muſt fup- 
poſe him to have been) with change "of raiment ? 
But this article hath been n diſcuſſed 
already. 8 
Thus we have examined what our aber calls 
his evideuces and demonſtrations. An impartial 
rſon, I believe will not regard them in that 
avaurable light. He ſeems, however, to be ſo 
thoroughly ſatisfied with his performance that he 
ale the doctor by way of = Parting Blow, why 
he doth not. Pr ets to prevail upon his * 
Iytes to imitate the ſuperſtitious Jews altogether *? 
That is, to be boptized naked 2 For if the 
„Whole body, ſays he, muſt be waſhed, it is 
< neceſſary it Be uncloathed; elſe he body W 
« very little more affe#4d, or wet, than by wa- 
<< ter's being poured on the face“ And yet, in 
letter the 4 he is mighty fearful leſt even this 
method of applying water, rt Helling as it is, 
mould endanger the life of the ſubfect. For my 


part, Hen: af I cannot Sax? pxick, A 
Ys balls 


ww 
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hat a perfoh, "who bs dipped with his cloaths on, 
is as truly covered,” and ſurrounded with water 
as if he had been naked, and is therefore as truly 
and as proper baptized to all intents and 
Fe But why thould I attempt a reply? Such 
an liberal witticiſm is unworthy of a ſerious 
anſwer. In thort, it is meer trifling, and difco- 
vers a hearty goodwill, rather to carry his cauſe 
at all adventures, than to find out the truth. 
Our author, a perſon of great intelligence hath |} 
| 75 70 obſerved, that fone, for part of their 
rments being above water, have been over- 
* whelmed again“. But is this really true? And, 
if it is true, is the Doctor accountable for it? Or 
is a whole party to be condemned for the ſuper- | 
ſtition of a few ? I believe not. Nor is the #b»ſe . 
of any thing which is uſeful a ſufficient reaſon why 

it ſhould be totally diſuſed. Some men will drink 
wine to exceſs. But who will confider this as 
any argument that others ſhould drink none at 
all? Mr. Mayo doth not think it fo, I dare ſay.--- 
Conſidering, "Yeifore, the many unfair and fal- 
lacious proofs which he hath made uſe of to ſup- 
port the cauſe of ſprinkling, we may ſay that 
only the prayer of one of the Doctor's lay- 
preac, ere (as our author hath quoted It) was 
not worded in the moſt flattering terms, it was, 
however, fer ven far, from being N 
needleſs. © 
Hut hitherto, * we have chiefly 


induced the 


man of war. We muſt now begin with 7be man 
of wit, who hath exerted his every power of ridi- 
cule to move that dipping is a grievous command . 


He tells us, that, in the caſe of women, it is 
very immod; 


J and we are all ſenſible that what- 


P. 35. ; +: See leer the 3d, 
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forver is iI muſt be very grievous to. a 
modeſt perſon. But only notice the man's arti- 
fice. He ought to have proved that it is an im- 
modeſt practice to baptize women, as they are 
baptized by the modern Antipedobaptiſts. To do 
this, he cunningly informs us, that it was the 
cuſtom of ſome in the gd century ta dip perſons na- 
ted; and then exclaims, with all the timorous 
and affected delicacy of a poor antiquated: vir. 
gin if bis practice ſhould preyail,---Za! how 
«* nſufferably indecent, —and, 8 how impu- 
< denily immodeſt would it be“ What would be 
indecent, baſhful Sir, and what would he immo 
deſt? To baptize a woman wha is in a proper 
- dreſs for the ordinance? No, truly; what then? 
why, to dip ber naked. Really, Sr, this is not 
fair play. For if an American ſavage could read 
what you have wrote, would not he naturally 
imagine, from hence, chat the dipping of naked 
women is our practice? He pra yg, would. Learn 
then, either to argue juſtly and to the purpoſe, or 
not to argue at all. But to prove the -abſolute - 
and the flagrant indecency of —— Bap- 
tiſm by immerſion, we are entertained in page : 
16th, with a curious Latin note. Father Conor, 
« jt ſeems, who was engaged to anoint a naked 
„ young laſs with the holy oil, was ſo embar- - 
« raſſed by a certain carnal emotion, at the ſight 
* of —.— beauty, that he was neceſſitated 
« to forbear the operation.” A mighty pretty, 
decent ſtory this !---and doubtleſs of greater value 
| than ten thouſand cabaliſtical legends, or Jewiſh 
fables But ad rem, as you ſay: to the point, 
| modeſt Sir. What fort of likencf can there be, 
between anointing a naked lady with oil, and 
| ba a woman in water, who 1s properl Y | 


cloathed, and decently * far that * 
* 


| (661) 
For my part, I can ſee none; neither can you, 
nor any. of your partizans, unleſs he is bleſſed 
with the gift of ſecond fight. We may, therefore, 
ſaſpe& that this very modeſtand verycleanly Las 
anecdote was y ſqueezed and rammed in, 
only to diſplay your uncommon” reading. One 
would however, that it would have been 
advifable to have been a little more delicate in 
your collections. But come, Friend, if you talk 
of modeſty, What modeſty or what decency can 
there be in your treatment of Dr. Gill? He is 
greatly ſuperior to yon, both in learning, and in 
1 | may ren We are commanded, you know, 
32. to riſe up before the hoary Bead, 
— oy Ni > Boas of the old man, aud fear the 
Tord. Have you done this? Yes, truly; it 
calumny and abuſe will paſs for reverence and 
reſpe&, you have done it to very ſufficient pur- 
poſe l you have accuſed the Doctor of ignorance, 
igotry, contempt oſ worthy men, party-zeal, 
an ambition to be the head of a ſect, pride, re- 
* paſſion, covetouſneſs, want of natural 
n,--nay of abſolute impoſture | You have 
ridiculed, and abuſed, and vilified the _ 
and---very politely condemned his writings to 
the privyrhouſe. One would think you might 
re contented yourſelf with returning 8 
argument, and proof for proof. But what 
. Can be expected from a perſon, Who - like you 
hath had the amazing modeſty to introduce Bap- 
— 4 and religious controverſy into the | 
coffee-bouſes 140 taverns, and make it the ſport 
ev infide withn P and eve fligate 
debavchee, 7 Fo 2 
But to proceed 31 mehl, you. tell us, 1s 
not only an K and an Kr but a 


* 


C620 
very hazardous, and a very dangerqus operation ꝰ: 
Now, can you ſay this ſeriouſly ? And can yqu- 
ſay it without playing ſo mertilx, a8 you have 
done, upon the, brawny erm Ib Her culeau 


us, upon his authority, that dipping will inf 
bly inip aſunder the thread of Hife a great fab 
ſooner than dame nature intended ? What an 
inſtance, then. Was it of your, great humanity 
wary Chriſtians ſuch public notige of their dan. 
ger! But, after all, wherein lies this mighty. 
danger? Truly, © leſt the dipper or opergton 
ſhould not chance to have bodily: ſtrength, 
enough to perform his office in Nhat you, ea 
maſteriy way. The difference. then, of on 
five or ſix moments in the time f a perſen 
ſtay under tile water produceth -pY:the: dangers. 
But, if it is lawful to trifle with a trifter, is hot, 
Mr. Mayo, che ſagacious and learned Mr. An 
is he not philoſopher enough to know, that the 
weight of all bodies immerſed in water is abun- 
dantly lighter than when they are ſituated in the: 


pure air 3 and, conſequently; chat in water 
they are by far more wieldy; Whar need, then, 
either of brawny arms, or of Herculean ſtrength? 
Or, wherefore ſhould dipping be ſo; very dan- 
dipping. may give a man a cold, and a cold may 
give him a little fever, and à lilili fever may 
preſently increaſe to a great one, and a great fever, 
may fend him packing to his grave, it will fol- 
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lows ende artem, that dipping i alſo may fend 
2,man to his grave. But wherefore thould: 
ing give him A cad? Doth he ſtay an hour, or 
ud an the water ?--Scarcely 4 minute. Doth he 
continue long in the fame. cloaths in which he 
5 Scurcely a minute. + For his wer 
2 exchanged for dry ones as ſonn as 
hath-lett: the water. Where, then, ia 
the danger ? Where is the hazard??; Many per- 
ons W $ ua as myurh as this, even in the ſevereſt 
tune « year. not to deff, health, bur 
bee N Sir, ſa mghryr fearful av 
you ſeem to he of water, one miglit almoſt ſuſ- 
Pest chat you are afflicted with an bydrophabin; 
and that the very fight of would: throw you 
into a ſwoon, Otherwiſe, you ννννẽdꝗ ty 
have:dmagined. (as you do) chat riſe ly din 
Fengr is a more diſagreeable, a mere painful, and a 
mote dangeraus operation. than even cirtumciſm. 
But, why: don't: yow improve upon your plot 
tell us, at one, that, in rain or in very 
cold weather, it would be extremely dangerous 
to attend divint There is, certainly, as 
thuch hazard in this caſe, and even more, chan 
* plunge _ the water, and imme- 
| N Pidel ry. cloaths. | But your an- 
— ready. — tell me, that if a man 
wall cxpuſe imme 46 a thbuſand inconveniences 
c this eſort, .to diſpateh his buſineſs in the world, 
the leaſt he can dot is to run the dame riſk to at- 
tend the ſervice. of his Maker. Let this anſwer 
extand, as it ought to do, to Chriſtian Baptiſm, 
where the danger is not o immediate ; * rather, 
3 W only Oy: "084 
o7 WINE VSI. T oh 
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vifery ! it is a fair fignal 
main In ſhort, it is as 


baffled all his oppone | 
The field of battle is his o.]. I mean he cer- 
tainly thinks ſo; and, for that reaſon,” he ig alto- 
her as well pleaſed, and looks altogether as 
Piſke as if it really was ſo. Some perſons, per- 
haps, would return his query a grave anfwer, 
But. as I have _— thought it a great pity. to 
diſturb a friend in hi mirth, I ſhall Cen reſerve 
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(6) 
'- gravity for a more fitting occaſion, and, 
for the preſent, that our funny little Theologue 
may never want a play-thing to divert himſelf 
with, I ſhall beg his acceptance of the following' 
erry fable. 5 An honeſt Athenian who was 
s footing: it over a ſpacious heath, where not a 
<. ſingle tree would afford him ſhelter, was fo 
* overpowered by the heat of the ſun that he 
vas obliged to halt and reſt awhile on the 
4 ground. But ſuch was his good fortune, that 
it was not long before he was overtalcen by 
a Bæotian, who was mounted on a ſturdy 
* * ns he preſently bargains for, and 
* makes it his own; and thus accommodated, 
* he reſumes his journey. He had 'not, how- 
< ever, advanced many furlongs before he was 
again ſo over- powered by the ſcorching rays 
** of Phæbus, that he was obliged to diſmount 
3 and 7 8 himſelf in the afs's' ſhadow. | The 
comes up with him the ſecond time, 
Joe being equally deſirous of himſelf, 
< he infiſts upon his chapman's r and making 
«room for the proper owner. No, ſays the 
4 Athenian, that can never be; for I: have juſt 

<* bought the aſs and paid for him, and may 
+68 * juſtly call him my own. True, re- 
plies the Bæotian, the aſs is certainly your's: 
t though I fold you the hᷣeaſt, you ought to 

4 a that I did not fell you his ſhadow 

« Accordingly, our citizen of ' Athens was obli- 
<« ged to riſe, and yield that to the other's youth 
and ſtrength which in juſtice he might have 
4 claimed for himſelf.“ Now, the moral of this 
fable, good Sir, is what do you think? Why 
it ſignifies. that when a man hath a bad cauſe, 
which he is reſolved to defend, every pitiful eva- 
en will ſerve Hs W that, ſooner than 


fall, 
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of a proper argument. This I hope, Sir, is aß 
full en 
conſcience. 


cla 
E at eee 1 e. be 


Co) - 
fail, even, azeer add a ſneer will ſupp 


ly the place 


EP Teach of 
Bur what ſhall 1 ſay? when you reflect upon 


Ane dobaptiſin as 2 novel dofirine? Vou have 
inſinuated that immerſion is not above #wo cenru- 


rie . Who were thoſe then who made a 
of dipping naked ? Lou tell us, ome who 
wed in the 34 rontury.” This is ſtrange indeed, 
that immerſion ſhould have been 2 
as even the third century, and yet be firſt intro- 
duced in the.15th-or 16th century. Verily,---men 
2 falſhaads ſhould have goed memories. 

u will be troubled to prove that it was firſt 
13 and introduced even in #be third century v 
dipping naked. might he ſo. But dipping naked is 


a manifeſt abaſe man abuſe of immerſion; in the- 


fame manner as. eating and + Ln gh to excelp 
would be abuſes of the Lord's ſuppe But is ic 
obable that immerſion and — '$ of it were 

— introduced together? No; thete muſt be 
time allowed, and one would. think, ſarge. very 
confiderable time too, for ſuch an indecent inno- 
vation as digping naked. But to cut the diſpute 
abgut the antiquicy of Baptiſm b immerſion As: 
ſhort as it. ĩs ſufficient to ſay that if ĩt ean 
23 proved: (as I believe it hatk been) thar- 
U the which are ciręumſtantially re- 
Fedor in holy writ were thus adminiſtered, e 
need no other voucher that the molt ancient and 
the moſt apoſtolie mode of is immerſion. 


Our author himſelf ſeems to he Tec wien this 


method of argument. For _notwithſtandin 
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ed to quote any author either af the 


attemipit 
Ae. ſeeond, at third century in favour. 7 
ſprinkling which he would readily have done, 
ic hadanſwered his. purpoſe. . He hath informed 
Us, indeed, as abovementioned, that dipping na- 
405 was the. cuſtom of ſome in the third century: 
this, if any thing, makes rather againſt him 
tor him. But, whether he knouis it or not, 
Baptiſm: by. immetſion,” which continued 1300 
years in the Latin church; excep ting in the caſe 
bf the Clivicks; and is ſtill — in the Greet 
church, was firſt raren inta ſprinkling by the 
gNapiſb ſcholmen. It muſt farther be obſerved, 
deo the hondur of the church of Exgland, that they 
8 75 ve never yet pos Baptiſm by (prnkling 
2 have only permitted * g. in caſt of £ 
weakly conſſitution. For. twiſe, - the prie 
is cure cod by che ruvtic tu dip the child in water 
&ſcrettly and-werily. So that in Ang land, fprinky 
ling hath been honoured with nothing more than 
a preſbyreriam ſanction, which was given to it is 
the times of the civil war, by the aſſembly of di- 
vines :---arid even there it was carried in fayour of 
88 againſt dipping, by a ſingle vote only, 
is.by. 45 againſt 24. Eet our author judge 
then, whether he hath not miſerably overſhot his 
mark in ſneering, as he hath 8 at = Dec: 
bor's tugotted auceſtors of two centuries paſt. 

He hath farther aſked us whether or nde Ik; iy 
wrde ſuppaſed . that the head of the church 
6s — not have taken cart that his members 
% ſhould never ſo univerſally and for ſo many 

vears have departed from the mode of dip» 
4 ping, if it had been the only true way 2 *?? 
This queſtion might be e I: 110 
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another which is ſomewhat like it. How man 
years, think you, did the head of the churc 
ſuffer, I will not ſay a ſingle people; or a ſingle 
nation, but all Chriſtendom, - (excepting a few of 
the Doctor's bigotted anceſtors). to be involved 
and overwhelmed, and as it were intombed in 
Romiſh ignorance: and ſuperſtition? How man 
years. did he leave the whole chriſtianized world, 
if we except a few individuals, intangled in 
errors, which are not merely circumſtantial, but 
have the moſt dangerous and the moſt fatal 
tendency ? According to your way of reaſoning, 
we'ſhould infer from hence that Popiſb idolatry 
is true religion. The Catholics themſelves have 
worn the argument entirely threadbare by 
preaching and repreaching, and printing and 
reprinting it, almoſt times out of number. But 
a Proteſtant, a Proteſtant Diſſenter, and a Pro- 
teſtant diſſenting miniſter ſhould reaſon other- 
wiſe. You muſt certainly know, or ought to 
know, that as to the preſence of Chriſt, with his 
church it is ſufficient if he gives this where his 
church is, be they many or few, and where his 
ordinances are admiſtered as he hath directed. 
For he hath no where promiſed that he will give 
a ſucceſſion of viſible or congregated churches. 
It is true, indeed, that in all ages he will have a 
number of faithful followers, and that his invi- 
ſible church, which is built and grounded on 
himſelf,” as on à ſtable rock, ſhall never fail: 
But that theſe ſhall always be aſſembled into a 
_ viſible church he hath no where promiſed. Ac- 
cordingly, for many hundreds of years together, 
it will be difficult to diſcovet even a ſingle 
church thus united, unlefs the people in the 
vallies of Piedmont may claim that title. We 
might add, if the general diſuſe of a religious 

Tae £ inſtitution 
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inſtitution is any argument againſt the prafiice 
of it, that thi very ſame corruption hath pre- 
vailed in the Lord's ſupper, which hath disfi- 
red the ordinance of Baptiſm. For the former 
hath, for many ages, been ſo much perverted 
and adulterated, that it hath been metamorphoſed 
into à maſs of idolatry and blaſphemy. Learn, 
then, intelligent Sir, learn now, if you never 
knew it VE. chat a multitude 1s no criterion 
of truth.” | 
| Iſſhall cloſe the er with obſerving, 
thar the practice of ſprinkling hath given a nota- 
ble opportunity to the Cazbolics of embarraſſing 
Proteſtants in the article of oral and unſcriptural 
tradition. For, ſay they, if you can ſprinklt 
your children without either a command or a 
recedent for it in ſcripture, you muſt do it 
rom tradition and the authority of the church. 
And if you will ſubmit to this in one Point. 
why not in others? The very ſame advanta 
upon the ſame principles, hath the eſtabliſhed 
church over Proteſtant diſſenters. For as one of 
them ſays —(Yhitby in his Proteſtant Reconciler, 
Page 289.)—< if, notwithſtanding the evidence 
2 that Baptiſm by immerſion is ſuitable 
both to the inſtitution of our Lord and his 
«« apoſtles; and was by them ordained to repre- 
« ſent our burial with Chriſt, Fc.—I fay, if 
«notwithſtanding this, all our Diſſenters (he 
muſt only mean the Pædobaptiſts) do agree to 
« ſprinkle the baptized infant, why may they 
« not as well ſubmit to the ſignificant, ceremo- 
* nies impoſed by our church? For ſince it is 
as lawful to add unto Chriſt's inſtitutions: a a 
*< ſignificant ceremony, as to diminiſh a ſignifi- 
2 cant ceremony, * he or his apoſtles in- 
; _ ſtituted 


(79) 

4 ſtituted, and uſe another in its ſtoad which 
they never did inſtitute; what reaſon can 
« they haye to do the latter, and yet refule ſub- 
„ miſſion; to the former? And why ſhould not 

* the peace and union of the church be as pre · 
% vailing with them, to perform che one, ab. is 
& their mercy to the infant's body to neglect the 

„ other Thus we ſee that infant-/prinkling lo 
the grand plea for compliance, both with the 
church of Rome and the church of England: ' \ 
bay wary os nag — —_ of us 
ſaid Our a, tought our t, 
leave it wholly to the determination of the pubi 
Jic, which of us bach mot effectually baſfied bits 
man, you the Doctor, or I yaw It may be, 
vou will think it an inſtance of great preſump- 
tion, that an inſignifieant Lapman, (as I am 
ſhould attack a dignified Theolgur. But te ob 
proverb will exeuſe me Amicus Socrates, 
amicus Plato, ſed magis amica veritas So- 
I crates is a friend, and Plato is a friend, but 
truth is a nearer friend.“ I have, I muſt 
own, a reſpect for the cloth in general; and, fo 
far as your labours have been uſeful, I have a 
real rave for you. But wherein you have en- 
deavoured to expoſe the truth, (though, it is to 
be hoped, not wittingly, and from malice: per- 
penſe,) you muſt not be angry that I have taken 
you gently to taſk, I have, to be ſure, been a 
little familiar with you. I have, as it were, even 
taken thee by the hand, and addreſſed thee with 
the greateſt freedom. Tea, I have ſome times 
vVventured to be merry upon thee. But, in this, 1 
have only imitated thine on example; which, 
I it is an offence, will J hope be a very ru 
one. Tou will certainly nd room tor it 

Bl & 
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the ſpacious mantle of your charity. But, I hear 
you jay, what is become of my 5th letter? Have 
you read that? Yes, Sir; I have read it. But 


before I venture to anſwer it, I muſt wait to ſee, _ | 


whether you will thank me, as you have done the 
Doctor, for the friendly pains I have taken with 
you already, 1 have fs little time to ſpare z--- 
and great would be the pity to oblige you with 
that, and have no thanks for it after all. But, 
however, not to put you out of heart, if nothing 
extraordinary ſhould prevent me, I may poſſibly, 
before long, take the other turn with you, and 
ſay ſomething upon the ſubject of Infant-beptiſm. 
In the mean time, give me leave to wiſh you well, 
and to admoniſh you, (if you ſhould ever reſume 
the pen of controverſy,) that, though argument 
may ſhift tolerably without ridicule,---Adicule 
without argument will make but a ſcurvy appear- 
ance indeed ! Joigthem together, and welcome. 
PY  F* : 4 

© Omne tulit pungtum, qui miſeuit utile dulci.“ 
SING, Hor. 


See page 72. infra, 


--» + Bt: R R A T U M. 
Page 44- line 22. read unte a mountain. 
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